GOVERNMENT  DOaJWltNi:> 
^  COLIECTION 

COMMENTS  ON  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER  ALTERNATIVE  JUL  2  4 1987 

There  was  unanimous  opposition  to  this  alternative  from  the  321. Garamfiip^^s^/|:a^sachUSeUS 
the  alternative.     Those  opposing  the  alternative  included  48  tovAl§*^anfl^-i^^^-Qopy 
ties  in  Massachusetts,  the  state  of  Connecticut  and  11  towns  in  that  styfe. 

1.  Spring  flood  waters  are  needed  to  recharge  groundwater  aquifers  along  the 
river.  Taking  this  water  out  of  the  basin  can  reduce  our  own  water 
suppl  ies. 

2.  Predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination  in 
Western   Massachusetts    may,    in    the    future,    necessitate   the    use    of   the  • 
Connecticut  River  for  drinking  water  in  Western  Massachusetts, 

3.  Over  70  sewage  treatment  plants  discharge  into  the  Connecticut  afid  its  tr-i- 
butaries  below  Northfield.  The  river's  water  is  needed  to  dilute  tKese 
wastes.  Reducing  the  flow  of  the  river  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of 
the  rivers. 

4.  Rivers  and  their  floodplains  provide  the  most  biologically  diverse  habitats^ 
in  North  America.  They  support  many  varieties  of  plants  and  anitnal  s  that 
depend  on  periodic  flooding.  If  we  "$kim  the  flood,"  we  destroy  some  of 
this  unique  habitat. 

5.  The  Atlantic  Salmon  and  American  Shad  rely  on  the  distinctive  odor  of  the 
Connecticut  River  to  find  the  way  back  to  their  "home"  river.  Reducing  the 
amount  of  river  flow  into  Long  Island  Sound  could  harm  the  Atlantic  Salmon 
Restoration  Program. 

6.  The  more  water  that  is  drawn  at  the  Northfield  pumping  facility,  the  more 
fish  that  are  taken  up  by  the  pumps.     Fish  of  any  significant  size  cannot 
make  it  through  the  pumps  alive.     Therefore,  the  diversion  will  reduce  Qur, 
native  fisheries.  ,  .. 

7.  According  to  the  diversion  proposal,  variations  in  the  river  level  -will  be 
absorbed  by  the  Turners  Falls  pool.     The  base  level   of  the  Turners  Fal.ls 
pool   determi nes^4:he  speed  of  the  riyer  flow  in  this  stretch.'"  If  the  base 
level  drops,  the";.' river  runs  faster;  if  it  rises,  -the  river  runs' sTower.'- the  • 
more  vari ati oh.' there  is  in  the  riyer's  speed,  the  more  erosion  occurs. 

8.  The  impact  of  this  proposed  diversion  would  not  happen  in  Isolation;  this 
would  be  added  on  top  of  the  variations  in  river  flow  which  are  already 
taking  place.  Therefore,  the  cumul ati ve  impact  of  all  of  these  changes 
will  be  even  greater  than  the  impact  of  this  project  alone. 

9.  The  Connecticut  River  water-shed  is  cri tical;^. ,t  the  production  of  hydro- 
el  ectri  c  power. 

10.  The  diversion  of  peak  flows, of' 17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a  potentially  fu'Ui  s 
reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  anytime. 


11.  The  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the  river 
bottom  and  remove  the  silt  deposits. 
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12.  The  minerals  deposited  on  the  floodplains  during  spring  flows  benefit  the 
farmers  of  western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut. 

13.  The  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  may 
introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water  fish  there. 

14.  The  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  Waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will 
introduce  nutrient  enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  reservoir, 
possibly  causing  eutri f i cati on  and  sedimentation. 

15.  Diversion  will  introduce  Class  B  or  Class  C  water  into  the  Quabbin  which  is 
Class  A.  The  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water  supply  into  a  Class  A  is 
contrary  to  federal  and  state  law. 

16.  There  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior  to  intro- 
ducing it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir. 

17.  The  Connecticut  River  contains  sewage,  agricultural  and  urban  runoff, 
industrial  water  and  radioactive  waste  which  reduce  the  quality  of  drinking 
water. 

18.  Diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion  will  allow  salt 
water  to  travel  farther  upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  river. 

19.  Adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintaining  a  productive 
estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species  of  fish  where  seasonal  flooding  and 
freshwater  flows  play  an  important  role. 

20.  Dock  levels  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  diversion. 

21.  Reduction  of  the  freshet  in  the  spring  may  bring  greater  growth  of  algal 
bl ooms. 

22.  The  assessment  report  does  not  adequately  address  the  potential  downstream 
impacts  on  Connecticut  of  the  Connecticut  River  diversion  alternative. 

23.  Diversion  may  effect  the  City  of  Hartford's  ability  to  greatly  increase  the 
range  of  recreational  users  which  the  river  can  support. 

24.  Diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

25.  Diversion  will  eliminate  the  economic  benefits  the  Connecticut  River 
Watershed  offers  the  Pioneer  Valley. 

26.  Diversion  would  set  a  precedent  for  other  states  to  take  water  from  the 
Connecticut  River  in  the  future. 

27.  Diversion  will  decrease  water  quality  in  the  Connecticut  River  which  would 
have  an  adverse  impact  on  wildlife. 

28.  The  impacts  of  diverting  water  during  periods  of  low  flow  are  not  examined 
in  the  Summary  Report. 
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29.  All  laws  governing  withdrdwal  s  would  be  governed  by  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts. 

3U.  The  needs  and  uses  of  downstream  users  of  the  current  water  supply  were  not 
analyzed. 

31.  What  is  the  potential  for  and  impact  of  surging,  which  is  expected  to  occur 
as  a  result  of  the  limited  time  available  for  actual  diversion? 

32.  Any  lowering  of  water  levels  in  the  river  would  necessitate  extremely 
costly  dredging  and  reconstruction  of  most  marinas  located  along  the  river. 

33.  A  decreased  flow  at  this  time  could  be  particularly  important  in  the  vici- 
nity of  Haddam  Neck  where  the  plume  from  Connecticut  Yankee  extends  across 
much  of  the  river.    The  range  of  temperatures  could  get  even  wider. 

34.  The  quality  of  the  water  for  recreational  activities  will  be  affected. 

35.  The  oxygen  supply  in  the  river  will  be  depleted. 

36.  A  reduced  volume  of  water  could  promote  a  worse  catastrophe  than  with 
higher  volumes  if  an  oil  barge  leaks. 

37.  Diversion  will  destroy  Quabbin  fishing. 

38.  Diversion  will  have  a  disastrous  effect  on  fishing  in  the  Wachusett 
Reservoi  r. 

39.  Lowered  water  flows  through  Holyoke  and  Springfield  would  exacerbate  their 
sewer  outflows  into  Connecticut.  Could  they  be  required  to  clean  up  their 
act? 

40.  If  quantities  of  water  were  taken  out  of  the  river  in  dry  periods  there 
could  definitely  be  a  salt  inflow  perhaps  well  above  the  Haddam  Nuclear 
Plant.  Are  the  cooling  pipes  at  Haddam  constructed  of  materials  which  can 
withstand  high  salt? 

41.  Is  it  possible  for  Connecticut  or  the  federal  government  to  charge  MWRA  for 
water  diverted,  more  in  periods  of  low  flow,  less  in  periods  of  high  flows? 

42.  Diversion  will  not  cause  the  Connecticut  River  to  dry  up. 

43.  The  dilution  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  requires  further  analysis.  Costs  of 
more  advanced  pre-treatment  need  to  be  estimated.  Can  these  costs  be 
determined  in  advance  of  a  situation  in  which  the  sel f -puri f i cati on  of  the 
Quabbin  Reservoir  is  executed? 

44.  There  is  no  discussion  of  the  combined  impacts  on  the  Millers  and 
Connecticut  Rivers.  Should  both  sources  be  considered  for  augmentation 
purposes? 
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45.  The  study  failed  to  assess  the  potential  legal  costs  or  delay-related 
inflationary  costs  due  to  interstate  and  political  opposition,  lawsuits  and 
related  problems. 

46.  At  times  of  low  flow  there  may  be  demand  for  draw  down  of  flood  control  and 
power  producing  dams  in  Vermont  which  could,  in  turn,  affect  power  produc- 
tion, water  quality,  fisheries  resources  and  recreation. 

47.  The  proposal  might  lead  to  development  proposals  for  new  water  storage 
impoundments  in  Vermont. 

48.  There  is  inadequate  analysis  of  certain  radioactive  and  toxic  chemical 
^Jollutants  in  the  Connecticut  River  water  to  be  diverted  and  what  their 
short  term  and  cumulative  impacts  would  be  on  the  quality  of  Quabbin's 
water  supply  for  human  consumption  in  the  future. 

49.  There  is  inadequate  analysis  of  whether  radioactive  and  toxic  chemical 
pollutants  entering  Quabbin  on  a  regular  basis  over  the  long  term  would 
have  the  cumulative  effect  of  seriously  impairing  Quabbin  itself  as  a  source 
of  supply  for  water  fit  for  human  consumption. 

50.  The  decision  by  MUC  that  environmental  impacts  downstream  would  not  be 
investigated  if  instantaneous  alterations  of  flow  resulting  from  the  pro- 
ject could  be  confined  to  within  5  percent  of  the  instantaneous  flow  of  the 
alternative  contradicts  the  early  decision  the  early  decision  of  M.E.P.A 
that  impacts  could  not  be  ignored  simply  because  they  were  within  the  nor- 
mal variations  of  the  system.  This  decision  eliminated  virtually  all 
environmental  investigation  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

51.  It  has  not  been  clearly  established  that  bascules  and  gates  at  the  Turner's 
Falls  Dam  can  confine  alterations  of  flow  downstream  to  within  5  percent 
when  the  rate  of  flow  of  the  river  is  near  80,000  CFS. 

52.  The  impact  of  the  Connecticut  River  alternative  on  Quabbin  Reservoir  water 
quality  has  not  adequately  been  accounted  for,  especially  in  regard  to  its 
impact  on  cost  estimates  fo  the  alternative,  including  net  present  valve. 

53.  The  initial  effort  at  thermal  modeling  of  Quabbin  Reservoir  misrepresented 
the  thermocline.  Comparing  the  modeled  thermocline  with  the  actual 
empirical  data  showed  that  a  stronger  thermocline  actually  exists  than  was 
indicated  by  the  model.  The  result  of  this  would  be  to  introduce  pollu- 
tants, including  coliforms,  into  the  supply  system  more  easily. 

54.  The  effect  of  the  omission  of  water  treatment  is  to  unreal i sti cal ly 
depress  the  cost  of  diversion  water  from  the  Connecticut  and  Millers, 
making  them  appear  to  be  the  least  expensive  alternatives.  Including  cost 
of  treatment  and  sludge  disposal  will  bring  the  cost  estimates  for  these 
takings  into  line  with  other  propsals  for  augmentation.. 

55.  A  continuous  monitoring  system  must  be  developed  and  installed  with  the 
capability  of  automatically  shutting  down  the  Northfield  -  Quabbin  aqueduct 
in  response  to  radioactive  contamination  of  the  river.  This  must  be  fac- 
tored into  Connecticut  River  cost  estimates. 
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56.  It  is  not  fair,  environmental  responsible  or  economically  efficient  to 
transport  Western  Massachusetts  water  70  miles  east  while 
simultaneously  denying  an  emergency  request  from  Amherst  for  a  share 
of  its  own  region's  natural  resources. 

57.  The  study  does  not  assume  any  treatment  of  a  diversion-augmented 
Quabbin.  Considering  the  potential  impacts  and  the  new  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Act  requirements,  this  is  not  a  realistic  assumption. 

58.  Historic  mean  flows  for  July,  August  and  September  are  lower  than 
the  minimum  desired  flows  identified  in  the  report. 

59.  Future  demands  of  upstream  users  are  not  adequately  addressed  in  the 
report.  New  Hampshire  does  not  have  sufficient  data  at  this  time  to 
adequately  project  future  needs  or  assess  the  capability  of  existing 
supplies  to  meet  these  needs. 

60.  The  report  does  not  address  possible  impacts  on  scenic  or  recreational 
resources  on  the  Connecticut  River. 
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LIST  OF  COMMENTERS 


The  following  section  lists  the  individuals  and  organizations  that  commented 
on  the  study.     There  are  12  sections  which  correspond  to  the  sections  for  specif 
comments  that  are  listed  in  Volume  I. 

The  comraenters  are  categorized  in  the  "Type"  column: 

M  =  Municipality 

I  =  Individual 

AD  =  Advocacy  Organization 

AG  =  State  or  Federal  Governmental  Agency 

B  =  Business 

L  =  Local/Town  Agency 

E  =  Elected  Official 

In  the  "COMMENTS"  column,  the  numbers  correspond  to  the  specific  comments 
listed  in  the  beginning  of  Volume  I. 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVIR  ALTERNATIVI  COMMENTS 


Number 

OrganizatioD  /  Individual  Comjaenter 

Town 

State 

VvhUDcu  ^  d 

1 

Ashfield,  The  Town  of 

MA 

H 

1.2.5.9.10.11.12  13  14  15  16  17  24 

2 

Athol 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

3 

Becket 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

4 

BelBont 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9.10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

5 

Boston 

MA 

H 

0 

6 

Briaf ield 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

7 

Brookfield 

HA 

H 

24,25 

8 

Buckland 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

9 

Chicopee 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

10 

Colrain 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

11 

Deerf ield 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

12 

Eastbaopton 

HA 

H 

0 

13 

Gill 

HA 

H 

1.2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

14 

Cranby 

MA 

H 

1.2.5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

15 

Greenfield 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15.16,17,24 

16 

Badley 

HA 

H 

1.2.5.9.10,11,12,13,14,15.16,17,24 

17 

Hampden 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10.11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

18 

Eardwick 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

19 

Hatfield 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16.17.24 

20 

Huntington 

MA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

21 

Leverett 

MA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

22 

Leyden 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9.10,11,12,13,14,15,16.17.24 

7\ 

Longmeadow 

MA 

M 

1.2,5,9,10,11.12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

Ludlow 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

|0 

Millers  Falls 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9.10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

26 

Montague 

MA 

H 

1,2,5.9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16.17.24 

27 

Montgomery 

MA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,2^4 

28 

Ne»  Braintree 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

29 

New  Salem 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16.17.24 

30 

Northampton 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

31 

Orange 

MA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

32 

-  Palmer 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

33 

Pelham 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

34 

Russell 

HA 

H 

1.2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

35 

Sbelbourne 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

36 

Shutesbury 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

37 

Southampton 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

38 

South  Hadley 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15.16.17,24 

39 

Springfield 

MA 

H 

1 , 2 , 5 , 9 , 10 , 11 , 12 , 13 , 14 , 15 , 16 , 17 , 24 

40 

Sunderland 

MA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

41 

Vales 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

42 

Warren 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

43 

Warwick 

MA 

M 

1,2.5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

44 

Washington 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

45 

Westfield 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10.11.12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

46 

Westhampton 

MA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

47 

Vhately 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

48 

Williamsburg 

MA 

H 

1.2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,24 

49 

Worthington 

HA 

H 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17.24 

50 

Franklin  County 

HA 

M 

1,2,5,9,10,11,12,13,14,15.16,17.24 

51 

Hampden  County 

HA 

H 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

52 

Hanpshire  County 

HA 

H 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 
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Connecticut  River  Alternative  Conunents  (cont.) 


53 

Agawam  CoQservation  Commission 

HA 

L 

4       C      4/\     44       40      40  4n 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

54 

Clean  Water  Action  Project 

MA 

AD 

4       r      4/S      44       4^      4n  4n 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

55 

Connecticut  River  Vatershed  Council 

HA 

AD 

4       C      4n     41       4*)      40  4A 

1 ,  5 , 10, 11 , 12, 18 , 19 

56 

Connecticut  Valley  Action  Project 

HA 

AD 

4       C      4A     44       40      40  4A 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

57 

Hampden  Conservation  District 

HA 

L 

4       C      4A     44       4^      40  4A 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

58 

KA  Steering  Committee  of  the  CT  River 

KA 

AD 

4       C      4A     44       4^      40  4A 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

59 

Pascomauck  Conservation  Trust 

HA 

AD 

4      C     4A     41      40     40  10 
l,b, 10, 11, 12, 18,1? 

60 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 

HA 

L 

1      C     1A     41      4^     40  40 

1,3,10,11,12,18,19 

Cromwell,  The  Town  of 

bT 

n 

1     C    1A    11     10    10  10 
1,3,10,11, 1^,10,17 

D  J 

Deep  River 

CT 

w 

n 

1    c    in  41    io   ID   10  on 
l,d,10,ll,lZ,lo,l7,^U 

64 

East  Windsor 

CT 

w 

n 

i    c   in   11    lo   io  iQ 
1,3,10,11,12,18,19 

C  c 
09 

Enfield 

CT 

11 

ji 

1    10  1^ 
i. ,  1^  ,  J4 

DO 

Dar  L I  Old 

CT 

M 

n 

1    1    R    1  fl 

(.1 

CT 

II 

n 

1    ^    1A   11    10   Ifi  10 

DC 

Ulu  dayDrOOK 

CT 

w 

n 

1  ^inii  10  1ft  10 

X, 3,1U,11,1^,10,X7 

£Q 

Por  1 1 3lDd 

CT 

w 

n 

1    i^inii    10  1ft  10 

X, 3, lU, 11, IZ, lo,l7 

/  U 

B.^W.r  Bill 

CT 

w 

n 

1     11     10  OT 
1 ,  11  ,  Idf ,  i£  / 

South  Windsor 

CT 

w 

n 

1     ^    1A    11     10    1ft  10 
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Stafp   Rpc     John   Tiffanv     TT  Hnii^P 

CT 

22 

93 

state  Sen.  Eric  Benson,  CT  Senate 

CT 

E 

22 

94 

Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments 

CT 

M 

1,3,12,22,24 

95 

Connecticut  Forest  &  Park  Association 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

95 

Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment 

CT 

AD 

1,3,5,11,18,24,30,31 

97 

Connecticut  River  Assembly 

CT 

AD 

12,22,24 

98 

Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 

CT 

L 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

99 

Connecticut  River  Gateway  Commission 

CT 

AD 

22 

100 

Deep  River  Sportman's  Club 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

101 

Glastonbury  Sportman's  Association 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

102 

Green  Thuab  Garden  Club,  Veathersf ield 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

103 

Lyae  Land  Conservation  Trust 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

104 

Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

105 

Middlesex  County  Soil  &  Water  Conservation  District 

CT 

L 

5,3,11,19 

106 

Middletown  Yacht  Club 

CT 

AD 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19,21,32 

107 

Midstate  Regional  Planning  Agency 

CT 

L 

22 

108 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc. 

CT 

AD 

23,24 

109 

Sierra  Club,  CT  Chapter 

CT 

AD 

1,3,5,12,33 

0 
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110 

Year  Round  Garden  Club,  Veatbersf ield 

CT 

AO 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

111 

Edward  t  Edith  Armstrong 

Haddam 

CT 

I 

0 

112 

John  Biddiscombe 

Middletown 

CT 

I 

1,5,11,18,34 

113 

Mr.  ind  Mrs.  M.  G.  Burford 

Haddam 

CT 

I 

5,22,24 

114 

Elizabeth  Gordon  Chandler 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

115 

Robert  and  Mary  Gadbois 

East  Lyme 

CT 

I 

18 

116 

Laci  de  Gerenday 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

5,32 

117 

Katy  Colec 

Moodus 

CT 

I 

5,11,18,19,21,35 

118 

Barron  Gourlay 

Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

119 

William  Gray 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

120 

Vard  L.  Johnson 

Essex 

CT 

I 

18 

121 

David  Littlefield 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

10 

122 

George  and  Judith  McGinness 

W.  Hartford 

CT 

I 

0 

123 

Leif  Nilsson 

Chester 

CT 

I 

0 

124 

Mrs.  Vilson  Russell 

Hadlyme 

CT 

I 

0 

125 

Judith  Schaff 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

126 

Mrs.  Gregory  Smith 

Old  Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

127 

Walter  J.  and  Mary  Elizabeth  Scott 

Portland 

CT 

I 

1,5,10,11,12,18,19 

128 

Rep.  from  the  First  District 

HA 

E 

12 

129 

David  McQuade,  CT  Governor's  Office 

CT 

AG 

22 

130 

Joseph  Lieberman,  CT  Attorney  General 

CT 

AG 

0 

131 

Stanley  Pac,  CT  Commission  of  Env.  Protection 

CT 

AG 

0 

132 

St.  Senator  John  Olver 

MA 

E 

0 

133 

St.  Rep.  Butler 

MA 

E 

0 

134 

Elinor  Hartshorn,  Springfield  Mayor's  Office 

HA 

K 

0 

135 

Aid  to  U.S.  Rep.  Silvio  Conte 

KA 

E 

0 

136 

Bob  Werner 

MA 

I 

0 

County  Commissioner  Zachary 

KA 

I 

0 

Sebastian  Garafalo,  City  of  Hiddletown  Mayor 

Middletown 

CT 

E 

34 

Leon  Vinci,  Dir.  of  Health,  City  of  Middletown 

Middletown 

CT 

L 

3,24,33,36 

140 

Member  of  the  Quabbm  and  Swift  Historical  Soc. 

(p69) 

KA 

I 

15,37 

141 

Ward  S.  Motts 

Amherst 

KA 

I 

0 

142 

Robert  Crook,  CT  Sportaan's  Alliance 

CT 

AD 

1,3,5,18,19,34 

143 

Lisa  Campbell,  KA  Sierra  Club  Chair 

HA 

AD 

0 

144 

Sharon  O'Brien 

KA 

I 

0 

145  - 

-  Virginia  Judson,  CT  Sierra  Club 

CT 

AD 

1,3,5,12,33 

146 

Morgan  Broman 

HA 

I 

0 

147 

Beth  Green,  League  of  Women  Voters 

Springfield 

KA 

AD 

1,3 

148 

Simon  Baker 

Amherst 

KA 

I 

37,38 

149 

Thomas  Moore 

Enfield 

CT 

I 

0 

150 

Michael  Griffin  Jr. 

So.  Hadley 

HA 

I 

5,9,13 

151 

Leonid  Grisnel 

So.  Hadley 

KA 

I 

0  " 

152 

Jim  and  Jean  Senasie 

So.  Hadley 

HA 

I 

0 

153 

Merle  S.  Norman 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

154 

Jennifer  Gallant 

Amherst 

HA 

I 

0 

155 

Joanne  Newman 

Belchertown 

HA 

I 

0 

156 

Bernard  Kubiak 

Belchertown 

KA 

I 

0 

157 

Michael  Kowal 

Easthampton 

KA 

I 

0 

158 

Krista  Oesterling 

Northampton 

KA 

I 

0 

159 

Pat  Andrews 

Orange 

HA 

I 

0 

160 

Barbara  Tytell 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

161 

Esther  Rosati 

I 

0 

162 

Elizabeth  Traze 

Hadley 

HA 

I 

0 

163 

Ellen  McMahee 

Holyoke 

HA 

I 

0 

164 

Merv  Broussard 

I 

0 

165 

John  Stifler 

Florence 

KA 

I 

0 

€ 


0 
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166 

Jim  Crepean 

Florence 

MA 

J 

0 

167 

Alan  Barta 

Badley 

MA 

0 

168 

C.  R.  Ellis,  Jr. 

Wendell 

HA 

0 

169 

Mary  Ford 

Northampton 

MA 

0 

170 

Roger  Perras 

Northampton 

MA 

0 

171 

Elinor  Hartshorn 

Springfield 

MA 

J 

0 

172 

Joan  Spalding 

Hadley 

MA 

J 

0 

173 

Michelle  Bamberger 

W.Springfield 

MA 

J 

0 

174 

Richard  Seelig 

Belchertown 

MA 

I 

0 

175 

Jeffrey  Skelsale  and  Teresa  McPeek 

Granby 

HA 

I 

0 

176 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Keith  Burelle 

Cranby 

KA 

J 

13,15 

177 

Richard  Mayer 

Hadley 

MA 

I 

0 

178 

Joanne  Lejadum 

Woronoco 

HA 

I 

15 

179 

George  Wall 

So.  Hadley 

HA 

I 

0 

180 

Edward  Kaynor 

Amherst 

HA 

I 

15 

181 

Allen  Bird  Club  of  Springfield 

Springfield 

HA 

AD 

12,24,27 

182 

Farmington  River  Watershed  Association 

Simsbury 

CT 

AD 

14,22,24,31 

183 

Great  Meadows  Conservation  Trust 

Wethersf ield 

CT 

AD 

31 

184 

James  Glista 

Enfield 

CT 

I 

5,10,31 

185 

John  Shailer 

Essex 

CT 

I 

0 

186 

North  Country  RCiD  Project 

Meridith 

NH 

L 

0 

187 

Elwood  R.  Myers 

Chester 

CT 

I 

39,40,41 

188 

Ethel  Hutchinson 

E.  Longmeadow 

HA 

I 

0 

189 

Mrs.  E.  Myles  Standish 

W.  Hartford 

CT 

I 

3,5,11,18 

190 

Parsons  Paper 

Holyoke 

MA 

9 

191 

Hugh  McK.  Jones  Jr. 

Guilford 

CT 

I 

0 

192 

Stephen  Gephard 

Moodus 

CT 

I 

27 

People's  Action  for  Clean  Energy 

Canton 

CT 

AD 

0 

-> 

r  o4 

^5 

Mr.  (  Mrs.  Wayne  Charette 

Agawam  - 

HA 

I 

0 

Priscella  Meek 

Greenwich 

CT 

I 

0 

196 

General  Federation  of  Women's  Clubs 

Orange 

CT 

AD 

1,5,18,31 

197 

Robert  Kent  Tooisbs 

New  York 

KY 

I 

0 

198 

Adele  Gladstone-GilbertiKichael  Gilbert 

Aoherst 

KA 

I 

0 

199 

Brian  Wilga 

Hadley 

HA 

I 

1,11,13 

200 

Peter  C.  Karalekas 

E.  Longmeadow 

MA 

I 

42 

20i- 

Cynthia  Willauer 

Lyme 

CT 

I 

0 

202 

Mrs.  Douglas  R.  Brash 

Essex 

CT 

I 

1 

203 

Mrs.  Fesenden  Wilder 

MacHahan 

ME 

I 

0 

204 

New  London  County  League  of  Sportman's  Clubs 

Jewett  City 

CT 

AD 

5 

205 

Connecticut  Marine  Trades  Association 

Essex 

CT 

AD 

1,3,5,19,34 

206 

Conservation  and  Research  Foundation 

New  London 

CT 

AD 

1 

207 

Mrs.  Mallery  Boynton 

Suff leld 

CT 

I 

t) 

208 

The  Dexter  Corporation 

Wmdor  Locks 

CT 

B 

9 

209 

Linda  DeRusha 

Old  Saybrook 

CT 

I 

19 

210 

Connecticut  Audubon  Society 

Fairfield 

CT 

AD 

1,5,11,27 

211 

Timothy  McGrew 

Feeding  Hills 

HA 

I 

5,18 

212 

FranXlin,  Hampden,  Hampshire  Conservation  Districts 

Hadley 

HA 

L 

12 

213 

Richard  Holloway 

Chester 

CT 

I 

18,19 

214 

Edith  Royce  Schade 

Glastonbury 

CT 

I 

1,18,19 

215 

Connecticut  Conservation  Association 

Redding  Ctr. 

CT 

AD 

5,18,31 

216 

Elect 

Hartford 

CT 

AD 

1,11,21 

217 

Keith  T.  Davies 

Enfield 

CT 

I 

1,11,13 

218 

Connecticut  River  Valley  Flood  Control  Commission 

Greenfield 

HA 

L 

0 

219 

Conservation  Society  of  Southern  Vermont 

Newf ane 

VT 

AD 

1,13 

220 

Franklin  County,  Office  of  County  Commissioners 

Greenfield 

HA 

L 

43,44 

221 

Pioneer  Valley  Planning  Commission 

¥.  Springfield 

HA 

L 

2,3,5,10,45 
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222 

Michael  Baram 

Belmont 

HA 

I 

48,49 

223 

Agency  of  EnvironmeDtal  Conservation,  VT  State 

Hontpelier 

VT 

AG 

5,46,47 

224 

Judy  Hadzunouic 

Northampton 

KA 

I 

0 

225 

Joan  Thompson 

Northampton 

MA 

I 

15 

226 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  Kaul-Connolly 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

227 

Lisa  Lipshires 

Northampton 

MA 

I 

0 

228 

Vilma  J.  Brooks 

Vhately  ' 

MA 

I 

0 

229 

Robert  A.  Mahler 

Northampton 

MA 

I 

0 

230 

Susan  G.  Albino 

Easthampton 

HA 

I 

0 

231 

Kristen  Tangerman 

Northampton 

MA 

I 

0 

232 

Joseph  O'Rourke 

S.  Deerfield 

HA 

I 

0 

233 

Joseph  P.  Tierney 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

234 

Roslyn  A.  Pisarski 

Palmer 

MA 

I 

0 

235 

Eugene  Warner 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

236 

Amy  Goerp 

Gill 

HA 

I 

0 

237 

Terre  Morrison 

Northampton 

HA 

I 

0 

238 

Janice  F.  Shea 

Ludlow 

HA 

I 

0 

239 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gary  P.  Lemay 

Gill 

HA 

I 

0 

240 

Patricia  A.  Morrison 

Northampton 

MA 

I 

0 

241 

Katbryn  J.  Bastarache 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

242 

Laurel  L.  Stafford 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

243 

Geraldine  A.  Poudrier 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

244 

Dores  G.  Beaubien 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

245 

Henry  P.  Kapise  Jr. 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

246 

Cedia  Bannister 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

247 

Thcaas  Hagamen 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

248 

Dennis  L.  Grader 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Clifton  J.  Noble  Jr. 

Montague 

MA 

I 

4 

Doreen  M.  Avery 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

Muriel  Bruso 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

252 

Edward  F.  Boutwell 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

253 

Kathleen  McClary 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

254 

John  Reipold  Jr. 

Turners  Falls 

KA 

I 

0 

255 

Karen  E.  Deao 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

256 

Stephanie  Ryan 

Turners  Falls 

KA 

I 

0 

257  _ 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gerry  G.  Simons 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

258 

Mr.  John  B.  Saunders  and  family 

Turners  Falls 

HA 

I 

6 

259 

Robert  Kunin 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

260 

Kristen  Walser 

Montague  City 

MA 

I 

0 

261 

Robert  W.  Harbourt 

Montague 

MA 

I 

0 

262 

Ann  Carr 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

263 

Christopher  G.  Maniatty 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

264 

Dora  H.  Clarkson 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

265 

Barbara  M.  Doran 

Turners  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

266 

Ann  E.  Urban 

Millers  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

267 

Donald  Stratton 

Millers  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

268 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Edward  Troceski 

Turners  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

269 

Debborah  Wilcox 

Turners  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

270 

Jaaes  R.  Schleser 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

271 

Jerry  P.  Wondoloski 

Turners  Falls 

HA 

I 

0 

272 

Colleen  M.  Carlisle 

Turners  Falls 

KA 

I 

0 

273 

Shirley  E.  Wheeler 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

274 

Pauline  Hickey 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

275 

Sharon  L.  Ament 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

276 

Louise  G.  Amyoi 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

277 

Helanie  Ethier 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 
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nil 
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nil 
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M& 

nil 
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Kathv  I. add 

MA 

nil 

T 
X 
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288 

Douo  and  Pollv  Billnan 

MA 

I 

0 

289 

662trice  RADd^tll 

Cr  e^n  field 

MA 

I 

0 

290 

Paula  Soholosky 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

291 

Anna  HorrisoD 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

1 

0 

292 

Linda  Decato 

Creenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

293 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Basil  Ronan 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

294 

Vendy  Podlenski 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

295 

Vickie  L.  Gabry 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

296 

Alice  Billings 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

297 

Diane  Landis 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

293 

Peter  E.  Taylor 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

299 

Thomas  Tisiains 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

300 

Sharon  Milkey 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

301 

The  Cadrans 

Creenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

3o: 

Joanne  L.  Prescott 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

303 

Victoria  G.  Callahan 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

Janice  Sieser 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

r 

o 

Howard  and  Reba  Stimael 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

Helen  B.  Krijisas 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

307 

Barbara  G.  Sebley 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

308 

Donenica  Hilanesi 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

309 

Mr.  and  ?frs.  Ra^xcnd  A.  Coutu 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

310 

Judith  Lapointe 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

311 

Don  Kabla 

Greenf  ield 

MA 

I 

0 

312 

Francis  and  Arlene  Brissette 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

313  ' 

Judith  E.  Smith 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

314 

Maryann  Hajewski 

Hatfield 

MA 

I 

0 

315 

Jean  Kempisty 

Hatfield 

MA 

I 

0 

316 

David  J.  Ulan 

Lincoln 

MA 

I 

0 

317 

Nancy  and  Bill  Shea 

Hatfield 

MA 

I 

0 

318 

Dian  Behringer 

Whately 

MA 

I 

0 

319 

Susan  Mane  Podmayer 

W.  Hatfield 

MA 

I 

0 

320 

Carla  J.  Bagdon 

Hatfield 

HA 

I 

0 

321 

Ann  M.  LaFleur 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

322 

Joanne  Rretzenger 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

323 

Mary  Zimmerman 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

324 

Martin  J.  White 

Milton 

MA 

I 

0 

325 

James  Moreatel 

Arlington 

MA 

I 

0 

326 

Clean  Water  Action  Project 

HA 

AD 

17,37 

327 

WSCAC 

MA 

AD 

50,51,52,53,54,55 

328 

Metropolitan  District  Commission 

Boston 

KA 

AG 

56 

329 

Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 

South  Hadley 

HA 

AD 

0 

330 

Joan  Hazzota 

Kiddletown 

CT 

I 

0 

331 

Willard  Walker 

Portland 

CT 

I 

0 

332 

League  of  Women  Voters 

MA 

AD 

2,3,16 

333 

Phillip  Sylvester 

Kiddletown 

CT 

I 

0 

Connecticut  River  Alternative  Comments  (cont.) 


334 

Katchen  Cole; 

Kiddletown 

CT 

I 

0 

335 

Rick  t  Phyllis  Hannon 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

336 

Ralph  Vinspear 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

337 

Deborah  Vayas 

Turners  Falls 

MA 

I 

0 

33S 

Docaa  Lut: 

Dorchester 

MA 

I 

0 

339 

Janet  Churchill 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

340 

Carol  Bryant 

Greenfield 

HA 

I 

0 

341 

Nancy  Hart 

MA 

I 

0 

342 

Jen  Luirk 

Hilton 

MA 

I 

0 

343 

Mr.  N.A.  Diamid 

Dorchester 

MA 

I 

0 

344 

Christopher  Kmgslord 

MA 

I 

0 

345 

Fred  Gallagher 

Dorchester 

MA 

I 

0 

346 

Krs.  H.D.  Hope 

Dorchester 

HA 

I 

0 

347 

Jessie  and  Henry  Ross 

Milton 

HA 

I 

0 

343 

Francis  Greene 

Boston 

MA 

I 

0 

345 

Susan  Kreplick 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

347 

Christine  Dashner 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

343 

Roseaary  Taylor 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

349 

Kathy  A.  Ni2S 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

350 

Xattbew  J.  Ruggeri 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

351 

Kr.  and  ?;rs.  V.K.  Houlton 

Greef leld 

MA 

I 

0 

3  5  2 

Carol  A.  Fletche 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

353 

Irene  Cawley 

MA 

I 

0 

354 

Kevin  E.  Lyden 

Boston 

KA 

I 

0 

ICS 

Cyatbia  A.  Ethier 

Bernardston 

."-A 

I 

0 

Helen  F.  Holoch 

Kattapan 

MA 

I 

0 

h 

C*.  Bonnette 

Greenfield 

.»1A 

I 

0 

f  Jo'Anne  k  Laurent  La  Fontaine 

Milton 

KA 

I 

0 

I.  A.  Gentile 

MA 

I 

0 

360 

Chen  Christiansen 

Miltcn 

KA 

I 

0 

361 

Sr.  t  Krs.  George  Sane 

Greenfield 

.*1A 

I 

0 

25; 

Barbara  Franklin 

Kilton 

KA 

I 

0 

35  3 

.".argaret  Spencer 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

364 

Erolyn  Onghtoa 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

355 

Sprctt 

Greenfield 

MA 

I 

0 

366 

.»!etrcpolitan  Area  Planning  Council 

Boston 

KA 

L 

17 

367 

State  of  New  Haapshire.  Gover::cr's  Office 

Concord 

NH 

AC 

58 

363 

Robert  .".ueller 

Staunton 

VA 

I 

0 

KERRIHACK  RIVEK  ALTERNXTIVE  COMMENTS 


KUMBER 

ORGANIZATION  /  IKDIVIOUAl,  COHMENTER 

ADDRESS 

TOWN 

STATE 

ZIP 

TYPE 

NUMBERS  FOR  COMMENTS 

1 

CroveliDd  Viter  CoBaissioners 

CroTcltod 

MA 

L 

6.11 

2 

Tbe  Essex  ConptDy 

HA 

B 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

3 

Allan  Pollock 

54  liver  Rd. 

Merrimack 

KA 

018SO 

I 

3,4,5 

4 

Tovn  o<  Westford  -  Board  of  Selectmen 

Town  Ball,  SS  Main  St. 

Hcstford 

HA 

01886 

H 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

5 

City  o{  Baverhill  -  City  Council 

HA 

H 

0 

6 

Tovn  of  Vest  Newbury  -  Board  of  Selectaen 

3S1  Main  Street 

Vest  Newbury 

HA 

01985 

H 

1,2,7,8,10,12,13 

7 

Northeast  Antique  Anglers 

Box  193 

Sclleiley  Bills 

HA 

02181 

AD 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

t 

Bernmack  Bit.  Watershed  Council  -  V.  Newbury 

Hi 

AD 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

9 

Greater  Lawrence  Sanitary  District  of  R.  Andovtr 

KA 

L 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

10 

Tbe  Town  of  Merrimack 

HA 

H 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

11 

Town  of  Aaesbury  -  Board  of  Selectmen 

HA 

H 

1,2,7,8,9,10,12,13 

1 A 

Cash     T  /*Kl1ak*n 

5ean  L.  caiianan  « 

lOOA  vasnifigton  Pari 

Andover 

HA 

O1810 

I 

10 

IJ 

Senator  Nicholas  J.  Costello 

Room  217,  State  Bouse 

Boston 

HA 

02133 

E 

1,2,7,8,10,14 

14 

John  V.  Peirce 

116  Newbury  Street 

Boston 

HA 

02116 

I 

22,23 

IS 

WSCAC 

HA 

AD 

1,2,3,6,7,10,16,32,33,34 

16 

Boott  Hydropower,  Inc. 

Foot  of  John  St.,  Box70 

Lowell 

HA 

01853 

B 

0 

17 

Herrimack  River  Watershed  Council 

HA 

AD 

1,2,3,7,8,10,12,14 

IS 

L.  Vhelpley 

6  Powow  Villa 

Aaesbury 

KA 

01913 

I 

0 

19 

Robert  Kennedy,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Lowell 

City  Ball,  375  Herriaack 

Lowell 

KA 

01852 

E 

2,10,17 

20 

Representative  Frank  Eailio 

HA 

E 

8,18 

:i 

Representative  Susan  Tucker 

Rm.  4736,  State  Bouse 

Boston 

KA 

02133 

E 

8 

Representative  Joseph  Sermann 

HA 

E 

19 

23 

Representative  Blanchette 

Rb.  40,  State  Bouse 

Boston 

HA 

02133 

E 

0 

24 

ViUiam  X.  Hall 

HA 

I 

1,10 

^  Robert  Borne 

63  Amherst  St. 

Lawrence 

HA 

I 

0 

PS 

f  Varren  Vittua 

335  Cohant  Rd. 

Veston 

KA 

02193 

I 

8 

Bill  Slusher,  Chair  of  Croveland  Planning  Board 

180  Washington  St. 

Croveland 

KA 

01834 

I 

1,2,8,10 

28 

Ell  Rczanoff 

Dniv.  of  Lowell 

Lowell 

HA 

01852 

I 

10,20 

29 

Frank  Johnson  -  Dir.  of  Lawrence  Public  Works 

KA 

I 

10,16,21 

30 

Dave  ."iuscovitr 

9  Fifth  St.  11 

Lowell 

MA 

02155 

I 

0 

31 

Representative    Thomas  Poluobo 

KA 

E 

0 

32 

Massachusetts  Assn.  of  Conservation  Commissioners 

Lincoln  Filene  Center,  Tufts 

UMedf ord 

HA 

02155 

L 

14,24 

33 

League  of  Essex  County  Sportman's  Clubs 

139  Standley  St. 

Beverly 

HA 

01915 

AD 

0 

34 

Appalachian  Mountain  Club 

5  Joy  Street 

Boston 

HA 

AD 

31 

35 

'Hernaack  Valley  Planning  Commission 

HA 

L 

1,5,8,16,25,26,27,28,29,3 

36 

-  Representative  Nicholas  Buglione 

Rm.  138.  State  Bouse 

Boston 

KA 

02133 

E 

1,10 

37 

Metropolitan  District  Commission 

20  Somerset  St. 

Boston 

KA 

AC 

35 

38 

State  of  New  Hampshire 

Concord 

NB 

AC 

36,37,38,39,40.41 

\ 


r 


9 


UPPER  SUDBURY  VATERSRED  ALTERNATIVE  COMMENTS 


NUMBER 

ORGANIZATION  /  INDIVIDUAL  COHHENTER 

ADDRESS 

TON 

STATE 

ZIP 

TYPE 

COMMENTS 

1 

Mrs.  Charles  N.  Shane 

25  Three  Ponds  Rd. 

Vayland 

HA 

01778 

I 

1.2,4 

2 

Tcvn  of  B:.llerica  -  Board  of  Selectmen 

Tovs  Ball 

Billerict 

HA 

01821 

H 

7,8,22 

3 

Nyanza  Citizen's  Advisory  Coanittee 

13  Barlett  Rd. 

Ashland 

HA 

01721 

AS 

1 

4 

Kass.  DEM-Div.  of  Forests  k  Parks 

100  Cambridge  St. 

Boston 

HA 

02202 

AC 

5 

S 

Town  of  Blllerica  -  Dept  of  Putlic  Works 

2S0  Boston  Road 

N.  Blllerica 

HA 

01862 

L 

1,7,8,22,34 

C 

Edward  &  Toby  Woll 

S9A  Lincoln  Road 

Wayland 

HA 

01778 

I 

13 

7 

Tovn  of  Concord  -  Board  of  Selectmen 

P.O.  Box  535 

Concord 

HA 

01742 

H 

10 

S 

Town  of  Wayland  -Conservation  CoBBisiion 

41  Cochituate  Rd 

Vayland 

HA 

01778 

L 

1,2,3,4,6,10 

9 

Kr .  and  Hrs.  Villiaa  R.  Thompson 

3  Campbell  Rd. 

Vayland 

HA 

01778 

I 

2 

10 

Li2da  Collins 

277  Cochituate  Road 

Vayland 

HA 

01778 

I 

1 

11 

Donna  O'Connell  Blatt 

347  North  Ave. 

Veston 

HA 

02193 

I 

1,2 

12 

Town  of  Lincoln  -Conservation  Commission 

Lincoln 

HA 

L 

2,3,9,13,20,28 

13 

Karjaret  C.  Seeger 

60  Beacon  Street 

Arlington 

HA 

02174 

I 

29 

14 

Elizabeth  L.  Crane 

48  King  Philip  Road 

Sudbury 

HA 

01776 

I 

2,4 

IS 

Robert  Hoel 

170  Fltchburg  Tnpke. 

Concord 

HA 

01742 

I 

1,2 

IS 

David  Larsen 

89  Lincoln  Road 

Sudbury 

HA 

01776 

I 

13 

17 

Shirley  N.  Brown 

6  Hegonko  Road 

Natick 

HA 

O1760 

I 

1,3,4,5,11,30 

18 

Thomas  K.  Slsson 

352  Sudbury  Rd. 

Concord 

HA 

I 

2,3,6,12,15,16,27,28,31,32 

19 

Massachusetts  Audubon  Society 

South  Great  Road 

Lincoln 

HA 

01773 

AD 

2,3,6,13,16,17 

20 

Sudbury  River  Citizen's  Advisory  Committee 

HA 

AD 

2,3,12,15,16,27,31,32,56,63 

21 

Dr.  Peter  R.  Burn 

223  Partidge  Lane 

Carlisle 

HA 

01741 

I 

2,13,22 

22 

Cordon  H.  Shaw 

275  Nashawtuc  Road 

Concord 

HA 

I 

1,13,21 

Town  of  Concord  -  Div.  Natural  Resources 

133  Keyes  Road 

Concord 

HA 

01742 

L 

2,10,21 

S) 

Town  of  Natick  -  Board  of  Selectmen 

13  E. Central  St. 1108 

Natick 

HA 

O1760 

H 

11,30 

Sudbury  Valley  Trustees  (Testimony) 

P.  0.  Box  7 

Wayland 

HA 

01778 

AD 

3,13,16,18,21.29 

26 

Sudbury  Valley  Trustees  (Detailed) 

P.  0.  Box  7 

Wayland 

HA 

01778 

AD 

27 

Ra:hy  Berlin 

60  Sherman  Bridge  Rd. 

Wayland 

HA 

01778 

I 

1,2,4,12,18, 33 

28 

ws:ac 

KA 

AD 

1,4.6,13,14.74,75,76 

29 

Town  of  LiDColn-Bd  of  Water  Cooaissioners 

Lincoln 

HA 

L 

25,29 

30 

Warren  Vittun  -  Town  of  Weston  Water 

Weston 

HA 

I 

26 

31 

Town  of  Blllerica  -  Waterworks  Division 

Blllerica 

HA 

L 

8 

32 

Representative  Steve  Hicks 

HA 

E 

1,19,27 

33  — 

Senator  Paul  Cellucci 

Rb.  520,  State  House 

Boston 

KA 

02133 

E 

1,12 

34 

Representative  Duran 

HA 

E 

1.23 

35 

John  LarkiD 

HA 

1.17 

36 

William  Elliot 

KA 

1.6,14.16,23 

37 

Nancy  «.  Bell 

35  White  Rd. 

Vayland 

HA 

01778 

33 

38 

U.  S.  risb  t  Wildlife  Service 

HA 

AC 

2.3.6.28,32 

39 

Town  of  Lincoln  Planning  Board 

Town  Offices,  Box  353 

Lincoln  Ctr 

HA 

01773 

2,3.9,20,28 

40 

Representative  Barbara  Cray 

2 

41 

Susan  Harding 

Lincoln 

HA 

0 

42 

Joan  Kimball  \ 

Lincoln 

HA 

18,21,33 

43 

Town  of  Sudbury  -  Planning  Board 

Sudbury 

KA 

27,77 

r 


DEMAND  MANAGEMENT  ALTERNATIVE  COMMENTS 


Number 

Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Type 

Comments 

1 

MVRA  Advisory  Board 

AD 

1,2,3,4 

2 

Conservation  Law  Foundation 

AD 

5,6,7,8,9,10,11,15,18, 

3 

David  Del  Porto 

I 

5,9,10,15 

4 

Associated  Industries  of  Massachusetts 

AD 

12 

5 

U.S.  Fish  &  Wildlife  Service 

AG 

12 

6 

Appalachian  Mountain  Club 

AD 

14 

7 

Sierra  Club 

AD 

12,17 

8 

Boston  Vater  and  Sever  Commission 

L 

13 

9 

Special  Legislative  Commission  on  Vater  Supply 

AG 

16,23 

10 

VSCAC 

AD 

1,10,14,19,25,26,27,28 

11 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Association 

AD 

14,18,24 

12 

Holly  Gettings 

I 

7 

13 

Water  Resources  Commission,  Massachusetts 

AG 

29 

14 

John  Pennotta 

I 

0 

15 

Jane  M.  Yetter 

I 

0 

16 

Sue  Rothberg 

I 

0 

17 

Sandra  Sayers 

I 

0 

18 

P.  Widing 

I 

0 

19 

Mildred  Patterson 

I 

0 

20 

Mary  Jane  Fallon 

I 

0 

21 

Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council 

L 

24,31,32,33 

i 

r 


r 


^  COMMENTS  ON  EVALUATION  /  ASSESSMENT  CRITERIA 

Number                     Organization  /  Individual  Commenter  State  Type  Comments 

1  Conservation  Law  Foundation  HA  AD  1,2 

2  WSCAC  MA  AD  3,4,5,6,7,8 


e 


WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  ALTERNATIVE 


Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Town 

State 

Type 

COMMENTS 

1 

Massachusetts  Audubon  Society 

HA 

AD 

7.9,10 

2 

Mass.  Association  of  Conservation  Conunissions 

Medford 

MA 

L 

11,12 

3 

MVRA  Advisory  Board 

Boston 

MA 

AD 

1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 

4 

Richard  Seelig 

I 

13 

5 

Sierra  Club 

Boston 

MA 

AD 

13 

6 

V.V.  Harvey 

I 

14,15 

7 

Massachusetts  Forestry  Association 

AD 

16 

8 

WSCAC 

AD 

17  40 

r 


I 

c 


c 


USER  SOURCES  ALTERNATIVE  COMMENTS 


1 

Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Address 

Town 

State 

Zip  Type 

COMMENTS 

1 

HVRA  Advisory  Board 

6  Beacon  St. 

Boston 

MA 

AD 

1,3,4,6,7,8 

2 

Conservation  Law  Foundation 

3  Joy  Street 

Boston 

MA 

AD 

1,2,3,4,5,14,15,16 

3 

Ipswich  River  Watershed  Association 

562  Maple  St. 

Hathorne 

HA 

01937 

AD 

9,10 

4 

Villiam  A.  Cheney 

7  Pillow  Lace  Ln 

Beverly 

HA 

01915 

I 

10,11 

5 

Walter  Earner 

Willowdale  Rd. 

Topsf ield 

HA 

I 

11 

6 

City  of  Marlborough 

City  Hall 

Marlborough 

HA 

01752 

M 

12,13 

7 

John  Pierce 

MA 

I 

17 

8 

League  of  Women  Voters  (MA) 

HA 

AD 

18,19 

9 

WSCAC 

MA 

AD 

18,19,20,21,22,23 

10 

Edward  Chiang 

6  Page  Place 

Voburn 

HA 

01801 

I 

24 

11 

Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council 

Boston 

HA 

L 

32,33,34 

\ 


€) 


I 


I 


SAFE  YIELD  COMMENTS 

Number  Organization  /  Individual  Commenter         Type  Comments 


VSCAC  AD  1,2,3,4,5 

2  Conservation  Law  Foundation  AD  6 

3  Adel  Foz  I  7,8 


€) 


r 


r 


COMMENTS  ON  THE  NO-ACTION  ALTERNATIVE 

Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Associated  Industries  of  Massachusetts 
Boston  Water  and  Sewer  Commission 
WSCAC 


State 

Type 

COMMENTS 

MA 

AD 

1 

MA 

L 

2 

MA 

AD 

3 

r 


c 


PLYMOUTH  AQUIFER  ALTERNATIVE  COMMENTS 


Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Address 

Town 

ST. 

Zip  Type 

COMMENTS 

Rep.  Peter  Foroan 

Rm.  40,  State  House 

Boston 

MA 

02133 

E 

1 

Christopher  Makepeace 

PO  Box  151,  266  Main  St. 

Wareham 

MA 

02571 

I 

2,3,4 

Sen.  Edward  P.  Kirby 

Rm.  413-H,  State  House 

Boston 

HA 

02133 

E 

1,5 

David  B.  Mann 

RFD  3,  Head  of  Bay  Rd. 

Buzzards  Bay 

MA 

02532 

2,6 

K.  M.  Anderson 

881  Scenic  Hwy,  RFD  1 

Buzzards  Bay 

MA 

02532 

2 

William  S.  Abbott 

33  Herring  Way,  RFD  6 

Plymouth 

MA 

O2360 

2,7,8,9 

Richard  F.  Withington 

165  Sandwich  St. 

Plymouth 

MA 

1,2,7,10 

Malcolm  A.  MacGregor 

MA 

2,7,10,11,12,13,14,18 

Massachusetts  Natural  Heritage  Program 

100  Cambridge  St. 

Boston 

MA 

02202 

AG 

3,7,8,15,16,17,19,20,21 

Lydia  Goodhue 

90  Dover  Rd. 

Vellesley 

MA 

02181 

1,2,7 

Ashley  Holmes 

Gunners  Exchange  Rd. 

Plymouth 

MA 

02360 

2,7,8 

Cape  Cod  Cranberry  Growers'  Association 

Cranberry  Exp. Station 

East  Wareham 

MA 

02538 

AD 

2 

VSCAC 

138  Russell  St.   (Rte.  9) 

Badley 

MA 

01035 

AD 

22-35 

Girls  Scouts,  Plymouth  Bay  Council 

140  Winthrop  St.,  Box711 

Taunton 

MA 

02780 

AD 

John  Lenox,  Emergency  Director  for  Plymouth 

Plymouth 

MA 

M 

Mass.  Association  of  Conservation  Commissions 

MA 

L 

8,20 

Appalachian  Mountain  Club 

5  Joy  Street 

Boston 

MA 

AD 

2,7,8,36 

Metropolitan  District  Commission 

20  Somerset  St. 

Boston 

MA 

02133 

AG 

37 

Elizabeth  t  Howard  Bamelt 

Plymouth 

MA 

I 

2,7,8 

)  s 


\ 


( 


c 


COMMENTS  ON  PROJECTED  DEMAND 

Number  Organization  /  Individual  Conunenter 

Conservation  Law  Foundation 
Sierra  Club 
KVRA  Advisory  Board 
Appalachian  Mountain  Club 

Special  Legislative  Commission  on  Water  Supply 

State  Rep.  Jay  Healy 

State  Senator  Carol  Amick 

League  of  Women  Voters 

WSCAC 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Association 
Jay  Kaufman 
Adel  Foz 

Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council 


State 

Type 

COMMENTS 

MA 

AO 

1,2,3,20 

MA 

AO 

4,5,15,16 

MA 

AO 

6,7,8,9,10 

HA 

AD 

11,12,13 

MA 

AG 

7,15 

MA 

E 

17 

MA 

E 

18 

MA 

AO 

19 

MA 

AO 

3,13,14,21,22 

MA 

AO 

15 

MA 

I 

23 

MA 

I 

12 

MA 

L 

3,15,22,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31 

MILLERS  /  TULLY  RIVERS  ALTERNATIVES 


Organization  /  Individual  Commenter 

Town 

State 

Type 

COMMENTS 

Town  of  Athol,  Board  of  Selectmen 

Athol 

HA 

M 

1,2,3,4,5,6,7 

Millers  River  Watershed  Council 

HA 

AD 

1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10 

Alan  Barta 

Hadley 

HA 

I 

2 

Mass.  Association  of  Conservation  Commissions 

Medf ord 

HA 

L 

17 

Franklin  County,  Office  of  County  Commissioners 

HA 

L 

15,16 

Appalachian  Mountain  Club 

Boston 

HA 

AD 

2 

VSCAC 

MA 

AD 

9,11,12,13,14 

Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council 

Boston 

HA 

L 

18 

I 


,1^ 


c 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL,  INC. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA  OL027 
(413)  584-0057 

MASSACHUSETTS  TOWNS,   COUNTIES  AND  ORGANIZATIONS  OPPOSING  RIVER  DIVERSION 

AS  OF  6/30/86 

TOWNS 

Ashfield 

Achol 

Beckec 

Be  Iraonc 

Brimf  ie  Id 

Brookf  ie  Id 

Buck  land 

Chicopee 

Colrain 

Deer f  ie Id 

Easthampton 

Gill 

Granby 

Greenf  ie Id 

Hadley 

Hampden 

Hardwick 

Hatfield 

Huntington 

Leverett 

Lyden 

Longmeadow 
Lddlow 

Millers  Falls 
Montague 
Montgomery 
New  Braintree 
New  Salem 
Northampton 
Orange 
Palmer 
Pe lham 
Russel  1 
She Iburne 
Shutesbury 
Southampton 
South  Hadley 
Springf ie Id 
Sunderland 
Wales 
Warren 
Warwick- 
Washington 
Westfield 
Westhampton 
Whate ly 
Wil  liamsburg 
Worthington 

(continued) 


COUNTIES 


Frank  1  in 
Hampden 
Hampsh  ire 


OTHERS 


Agawam  Conservation  Commission 
Cl#an  Water  Action  Project 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Connecticut  Valley  Action  Project 
Hampden  Conservation  District 
MA  Steering  Committee  on  the  CT  River 
Pascommuck  Conservation  Trust 
Southampton  Conservation  Commission 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL 
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Towns  • 

Chester  Conservation  Commission.  CT 
Cromwell,  CT 
Deep  River,  CT 

East  Windsor  &  East  Windsor  Conservation  Commission.  CT 
Hartford,  CT 
Lyme,  CT 

Old  Lyme  Conservation  Commission,  CT 
Old  Lyme  Planning  Commission,  CT 
Old  Saybrook,  CT 

Old  Saybrook  Zoning  Commission,  CT 
Portland,  CT 

Portland  Inland  Wetlands  Commission,  CT 
Rocky  Hill,  CT 

Rocky  Hill  Inland  Wetlands  &  Watercourse  Agency,  CT 
South  Windsor,  CT 
Suffield,  CT 
Windsor  Locks,  CT 

State  and  Federal  Officials 
U. S.   Senator  Lowell  Weicker 
U. S.   Rep.   Sam  Gejdenson 
U. S.   Rep.   Nancy  Johnson 
U. S.   Rep.   Barbara  Kennelly 
U.  S.  Rep.   Stewart  HcKinney 
U. S.   Rep.   Bruce  Morrison 
U. S.   Rep.   John  Rowland 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality,   State  of  CT 

Douglas  Lloyd,   Commissioner,   CT  Dept.   of  Health  Services 

State  Rep.   Irving  J.   Stolberg,   Hinority  Leader,   CT  House  of  Representatives 
State  Sen.   Eric  Benson,  Co-Chair,   Environment  Committee,   CT  Legislature 
State.   Rep.   John  Tiffany,   Co-Chair,   Environment  Committee,   CT  Legislature 


Organizations 

Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments 
Connecticut  Forest  &  Park  Association 
Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment 
Connecticut  River  Assembly 

Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 

Connecticut  River  Gateway  Commission 

Deep  River  Sportsman's  Club 

Glastonbury  Sportsman's  Association 

Green  Thumb  Garden  Club,   Weathersf ield 

Lyme  Land  Conservation  Trust 


t 


diddiesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Hiddieaex  County  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District 

Middletown  Yacht  Club 

Hidstate  Regional  Planning  Agency 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc. 

Sierra  Club,   Connecticut  Chapter 

Year  Round  Garden  Club.   Weathersf ield 

Individuals 

Edvard  &  Edith  Armstrong,   Haddam,  CT 

John  Biddiscombe,   Hiddletovn,  CT 

Hr.   &  Hrs.   H.   G.   Burford,   Haddam,  CT 

Elisabeth  Gordon  Chandler,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Robert  &  Hary  Gadbois.   East  Ly^ne,  CT 

Laci  de  Gerenday,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Katy  Golec,   Hoodus,  CT 

Barron  Gourlay,   Lyme,  CT 

William  Gray,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Ward  L.   Johnson,   Jr. ,   Essex,  CT 

David  Littlefield,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

George  L  Judith  HcGinness,   West  Hartford,  CT 

Leif  Nilsson,   Chester,  CT 

Mrs.   Wilson  Russell,   Hadlyme,  CT 

Judith  Schaff,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Mrs.   Gregory  Smith,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Walter  J.   &  Hary  Elizabeth  Scott,   Portland,  CT 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER 
WATERSHED   COUNCIL.  INC. 

125  Combs  Road    Easthampton,  Mass.  01027    Telephone  (413)  584  0057 

June  30,  1986 


Patricia  B.   Corcoran,   Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street  -  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

I  am  writing  to  comment  on  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority's   (MWRA)   Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and 
Environmental   Impact  Report  -  2020.     This   letter  supplements  the  written 
and  verbal  comments  delivered  to  the  MWRA  on  behalf  of  the  Connecticut 
River  Watershed  Council  by  Astrid  Hanzalek,  Ann  Southworth  and  me  at 
the  June  3  hearing  in  Northampton  and  by  Michele  Frome  at  the  June 
10  hearing  in  Boston. 

The  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council  opposes  the  out-of-basin 
transfer  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River,    its  tributaries  the 
Millers  and  Tully  rivers,  or  any  other  rivers  to  supply  additional 
water  to  metropolitan  Boston.     The  Council  supports  a  combination  of 
alternatives  which  can  provide  enough  water  to  meet  metropolitan 
Boston's  water  needs. 

This  position  is  widely  held  by  the  citizens  of  both  Massachusetts 
and  Connecticut.     In  fact,    132  municipalities,   public  and  private 
organizations,  Members  of  Congress,   state  officials,  and  private 
citizens  have  asked  us  to  express  their  oppostion  to  river  diversion 
and  their  support  for  alternatives  to  meet  the  MWRA ' s  water  needs. 
Enclosed  are  the  official  resolutions  and  letters  from  these  concerned 
parties.  Among  those  opposing  diversion  are  51  cities,   towns,  and 
counties  in  Massachusetts. 

We  oppose  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,   in  part,  because 
of  the  environmental  harm  it  may  cause  to  the  River  and  its  watershed. 
Enclosed  is  a  paper  outlining  our  concerns  regarding  environmental 
impacts . 

We  also  oppose  diversion  of  any  rivers  because  we  think  that 
diversion  is  not  necessary  if  aggressive  demand  management  is  pursued. 
Enclosed  is  a  paper  outlining  our  concerns  regarding  demand  management. 

Thank  you  for  providing  us  with  these  opportunities  to  comment. 
We  look  forward  to  continuing  to  participate  in  the  water  supply  study. 


Executive  Director 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER 
WATERSHED   COUNCIL,  INC. 

125  Combs  Road    Easthampton.  Mass.  01027    Telephone  (413)  584  0057 


ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS  OF  CONNECTICUT  RIVER  DIVERSION: 
Shortcomings  of  the  MassachuseCts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental   Impact  Report  -  2020 

by  Michele  L.  Frome 
6/30/86 


Diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  or  its  tributaries, 
the  Millers  or  Tully  Rivers,  will  reduce  the   flow  of  water  downstream. 
The  environmental   impact  report  assumes  this  will  have  no  significant 
environmental   impacts.     In  fact,   there  may  be  many  significant  impacts, 
both  upstream  and  downstream.     The  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority's  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental   Impact  Report  addresses 
none  of  these.     The  following  are  some  of  these  significant  impacts. 

First,  water  supply:     Spring  flood  waters  are  needed  to  recharge 
groundwater  aquifers  along  the  River.     Taking  this  water  out  of  the 
basin  can  reduce  our  own  water  supplies.     With  increasing  contamination 
of  our  own  water  supplies  and  our  population  growth,  we  need  those 
water  supplies  here. 

Second,  water  quality:     Over  70  sewage  treatment  plants  discharge 
into  the  Connecticut  and  its  tributaries  below  Northfield.     We  need 
the  River's  water  to  dilute  these  wastes.     Reducing  the  flow  of  the 
River  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  River. 

Third,   loss  of  habitat:     Rivers  and  their  floodplains  provide 
the  most  biologically  diverse  habitats  in  North  America.     They  support 
many  varieties  of  plants  and  animals  that  depend  on  periodic  flooding. 
If  we  "skim  the  flood",  we  destroy  some  of  this  unique  habitat.  When 
these  species  disappear,   our  ecosytem  becomes  less  diverse  and  therefore 
less  stable. 

Fourth,   the  Atlantic  Salmon  Restoration  Program:     Atlantic  salmon 
rely  on  the  distinct  odor  of  the  Connecticut  River  to  find  the  way 
back  to  their  "home"  river.     Reducing  the  amount  of  river  flow  into 
Long  Island  Sound  could  harm  the  Atlantic  Salmon  Restoration  Program. 

Fifth,  other  fisheries:     The  more  water  that  is  drawn  at  the 
Northfield  pumping  facility,   the  more  fish  that  are  taken  up  by  the 
pumps.     Fish  of  any  significant  size  cannot  make  it  through  the  pumps 
alive.     Therefore,   the  diversion  will  reduce  our  native  fisheries  as 
well  as  our  Atlantic  salmon  and  shad. 

Sixth,   erosion:     According  to  the  diversion  proposal,  variations 
in  the  river  level  will  be  absorbed  by  the  Turners  Falls  pool.  The 
base  level  of  the  Turners  Falls  pool  determines  the  speed  of  the  river 
flow  in  this  stretch.     If  the  base   level  drops,   the  River  runs  faster; 
if  it  rises,   the  River  runs  slower.     The  more  variation  there  is  in 
the  river's  speed,   the  more  erosion  occurs. 


(continued) 
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Seventh,   cumulative   impacts:     The   flow  of  the  Connecticut  River 
is  already  regulated  and  altered  by  other  projects  on  the  river  and 
its  tributaries.     The  impacts  of  this  proposed  diversion  would  not 
happen  in  isolation;   they  would  be  added  on  top  of  the  variations  in 
river  flow  which  are  already  taking  place.     Therefore,   the  cumu lat  i ve 
impacts  of  all  of  these  changes  will  be  even  greater  than  the  impacts 
of  this  project  alone. 

The  environmental  costs  of  the  Connecticut  River  diversion,  then, 
may  be  great.     The  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report 
is  sorely  lacking,    for   it   fails  to  consider  these  costs. 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL.  INC. 
123  Conbs  Road 
Easthampcon,  MA  01027 
(413)  584-0057 

MASSACHUSETTS  TOWNS,   COUNTIES  AND  ORGANIZATIONS  OPPOSING  RIVER  DIVERSION 

AS  OF  6/30/86 

TOWNS 

Ashtield 

AchoL 

Beckec 

Belmont 

Br imf  ie Id 

Brookf ie Id 

Buckland 

Chicopee 

Colrain 

Deer f  ie Id 

Easchampton 

Gill 

Granb_y 

Greenf  ie Id 

Hadley 

Hampden 

Hardwick 

Hatfield  •  * 

Huntington 

Leverett 

Lyden 

Longmeadow 

Ludlow 

Millers  Falls 

Montague 

Montgomery 

New  Braintree 

New  Salem 

Northampton 

Orange 

Palmer 

Pelham 

Russel 1 

She Iburne 

Shutesbury 

Southampton 

South  Hadley 

Springfield 

Sunderland 

Wales 

Warren 

Warwick 

Wash  ington 

West  fie  Id 

Westhampton 

Whate  ly 

Wi 1 1 iamsburg 

Worthington 

(continued) 
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COUNTIES 


Frank  1  in 
Hampden 
Hampsh  i  re 


OTHERS 


Agawam  Conservation  Commission 
Clean  Water  Action  Project 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Connecticut  Valley  Action  Project 
Hampden  Conservation  District 
MA  Steering  Committee  on  the  CT  River 
Pascommuck  Conservation  Trust 
Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
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CONNECTICUT  TOWNS,   OFFICIALS,   ORGANIZATIONS  &  INDIVIDUALS 
OPPOSING  CONNECTICUT  RIVER  DIVERSION 
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Towna 

Chester  Conservation  Coaalsslon,  CT 
Cromwell,  CT 
Deep  River,  CT 

East  Windsor  &  East  Windsor  Conservation  Coaalsslon,  CT 
Hartford,  CT 
Lyae.  CT 

Old  Lyae  Conservation  Coaalsslon,  CT 
Old  Lyae  Planning  Coaalsslon,  CT 
Old  Saybrook,  CT 

Old  Saybrook  Zoning  Coaalsslon,  CT  '  ^ 

Portland,  CT 

Portland  Inland  Wetlands  Coaalsslon,  CT 

Rocky  Hill,  CT 

Rocky  Hill  Inland  Wetlands  &  Watercourse  Agency,  CT 
South  Windsor,  CT 
Suffleld,  CT 
Windsor  Locks,  CT 

State  and  Federal  Officials 
U. S.  Senator  Lowell  Welcker 
U.S.   Rep.  Saa  Gejdenson 
U. S.  Rep.  Nancy  Johnson 
U. S.  Rep.   Barbara  Kennelly 
U. S.  Rep.  Stewart  HcKlnney 
U. S.  Rep.   Bruce  Norrison 
U. S.  Rep.  John  Rowland 

Council  on  Environaental  Quality,  State  of  CT 

Douglas  Lloyd,  Coaalssloner,  CT  Dept.  of  Health  Services 

State  Rep.   Irving  J.  Stolberg,  Ninority  Leader,  CT  House  of  Representatives 
State  Sen.  Eric  Benson,  Co-Chair,  Environaent  Coaalttee,  CT  Legislature 
State.  Rep.  John  Tiffany,  Co-Chair,  Environaent  Coaalttee,  CT  Legislature 

Organizations 

Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governaents 
Connecticut  Forest  &  Park  Association 
Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environaent 
Connecticut  River  Assembly 

Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 

Connecticut  River  Gateway  Coaalsslon 

Deep  River  Sportsaan's  Club 

Glastonbury  Sportsaan's  Association 

Green  Thuab  Garden  Club,  Weathersf ield 

Lya*  Land  Conservation  Trust 


f 


niddicMX  County  Chaaber  of  Coaacrc* 

Hiddleaex  County  Soli  and  Water  Conaervation  District 

Hiddietovn  Yacht  Club 

Hidstate  Reqional  Planning  Agency 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc. 

Sierra  Club,  Connecticut  Chapter 

Year  Round  Garden  Club,   Weathersf ield 

Individuals 

Edvard  I  Edith  Araatrong,   Haddaa,  CT 

John  Biddiacoabe,   Hiddietovn,  CT 

Hr.  k  Hra.  H.  6.   Burford,  Haddaa,  CT 

Elisabeth  Gordon  Chandler,  Old  Lyae,  CT 

Robert  &  Hary  Gadbois,   East  Lyae,  CT 

Laci  de  Gerenday,  Old  Lyae,  CT 

Katy  Golec,   Noodus,  CT 

Barron  Gourlay,   Lyae,  CT 

Williaa  Gray,  Old  Lyae,  CT 

Ward  L.   Johnson,  Jr. ,   Essex,  CT 

David  Littlefield,  Old  Lyae,  CT 

George  &  Judith  HcGinness,  West  Hartford,  CT 

Leif  Milsson,  Chester,  CT 

Hrs.  Wilson  Russell,  Hadlyae,  CT 

Judith  Schaff,  Old  Lyae,  CT  ■  ^ 

Hrs.  Gregory  Saith,  Old  Lyae,  CT 

Walter  J.  L  Hary  Elizabeth  Scott,  Portland,  CT 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL,  INC. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton ,  MA  01027 
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MASSACHUSETTS  TOWNS,   COUNTIES  AND  ORGANIZATIONS  OPPOSING  RIVER  DIVERSION 

AS  OF  6/30/86 

TOWNS 

Ashfield 

Athol 

Becket 

Be Imont 

Br imf ie  Id 

Brookf  ie Id 

Buck  land 

Chicopee 

Colrain 

Deerfield 

Easthampton 

Gill 

Granby 

Greenf  ie  Id 

Hadley 

Hampden 

Hardwick 

Hatfield 

Huntington 

Leverett 

Lyden 

Longmeadow 
Ludlow 

Millers  Falls 

Montague 

Montgomery 

New  Braintree 

New  Salem 

Northampton 

Orange 

Palmer 

Pe lham 

Rus  se 1 1 

Shelburne 

Shutesbury 

Southampton 

South  Hadley 

Springf ie Id 

Sunderland 

Wales 

Warren 

Warwick 

Wash  ington 

Westf ie Id 

Westhampton 

Whate  ly 

Wi 1 1 iamsburg 

Worth  ington 
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COUNTIES 


Frank  1  in 
Hampden 
Hampsh  ire 


OTHERS 


Agawam  Conservation  Commission 
Clean  Water  Action  Project 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Connecticut  Valley  Action  Project 
Hampden  Conservation  District 
MA  Steering  Committee  on  the  CT  River 
Pascommuck  Conservation  Trust 
Southampton  Conservation  Commission 


BOARD  of  SELECTMEN 


To^n  ofSL'S'  I)  /•;  A'  / .  A  \  / )  \  /  -l  S  .S  ACH  US  hT  1  S 

Town  Hall.   Sunderland,  Mass  01375 


May  7,  198b 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,    MA  01027 


Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 

The  Board  of  Selectmen  of  the  Town  oi"  Sunderland  at  their  meeting  of  May  "3,  1036 
adopted  the  following  recoluLiur.  opp^.-inr,  the  diversion  of  the  state's  rivers: 


(413)  665-.t4  1 .; 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  Fngland's  rivers, 
is  a  n.itural    resource  of  grc.it   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi  tie  ru  1  i  z  i  ng 
agricultural    fields,   cri'jring  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1 1 e  y  ,  and 

WHEREAS,  Che  Connecticut  River  W«iceri,hed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  iur  tins   limiifd  resource,  amJ 
WHEREAS,   it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  .ind 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  Riv*^r  Waterslied  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed   is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  snltTKjn  and  Anierican  shad  due   to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 


c 
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WHtlkEAS,   diverting  wad-r  will   J.-i  rc;ji>L-  i  l.e  wjc  or  qujlicy  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  jud 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut   Rivor  W.iiorshcd  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peuk  t i ows  of    17,000  cts  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  lull   roscrvoir  establishes  a  precedent   for  diverting 

water  at   any  i  i  mcr ,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  .ind  iiT h.i r^je  the  w.ifer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  liepus  i  i  oil  on  llic  I  1  ood  pLiiris  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Maisachusei ts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  M.t  s  sachuse  1 1  s  ni.Ty,    in  the  future,  necess  i  r  ar  e  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachubet t s ,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  ot   Coiuicr  i  i »  ut   River  waters  into  the  Quahhin  Reservoir 

may  intruduie   l.imjiri-ys  winch  will   de;.Lroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 

WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,  possibly  causing 
eutrif icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 

WHERFAS,   all    rivers   pioposi-.i   tor  diversion  are  Class   15  or  Claiib  C   rivers  an. 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the   introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 


nut  rient 
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WMERF.AS,  all   rivers  pfDpuso.l  tot    il  i  v«.- r  •.  i  on   rccoivi-  srw.ii;p,    i  j'.r  i  c  u  I  r  u  r.i  I  .uul 

urban  runof  (  ,    iinlusirKil   w.ibit--,  arul,   in  the  ConnecLicut  Rivur, 

radiodciivo  w.isie,  aiul 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  tor  treating  Connecticut  River  warer  prior 

CO   introducing   it    mtt^  the  Qu.ibbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  diversion  ot    rivers  lo  increase  the  warer  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will         moro  co.'itly  than  any  other  proposed  incchod  oC 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  wacer  supply  manaj^einenc  techniques  of   leak  deCeccion  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   foresi   management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  pocential   of  providing  amounts  of  wacer 

equal   to  the  propobt-d  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  ic   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  scace  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  oMicials   to  promote   leak  detection  and   repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  managomenr  and   local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  ui^sure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  tlie  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF;  yJU-ucL^J/X^ 


SIGNED:  .C^.^A-^/-^/^^,  .    -  A,^,t^A^ 
:hief   Ei  ec t  o/d)  01  I  1  c  J  a  1 

DATE :  0"7^/g>^ 


Town  of  Granby 

MASSACHUSETTS  01033 


BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 
KELLOGG  HALL 
(413)  467-7177 


AN   OFFICIAL   RESOLUTION   OPPOSING   DIVERSION   OF   THE    STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,      the   Connecticut:   River   Watershed,    the   longest   of   New  England's 
rivers,    is  a  natural   resource  of   great   stature   and  produces 
significant   economic  benefits   by   replenishing  groundwater 
supplies,   remineralizing   agricultural   fields,    creating  passive 
and  active  recreational   opportunities   and  providing  aesthetic 
amenities   enjoyed  by   the  Pioneer  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,      the   Connecticut   River  Watershed   is   experiencing   increased  use 
and  competition   for   this   limited   resource,  and 


WHEREAS,      it   is   the   responsibility  of  each   community   in   the  watershed  to 
enhance   their  watershed   resources,  and 


WHEREAS,      the  Connecticut   River   is   critical   to   the  production  of  hydro- 
electric power,  and 

WHEREAS,      the   Connecticut   River  Watershed   is   experiencing   a  dramatic 

return  of  Atlantic   salmon  and  American  shad  due   to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecti 
cut   River ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  commu- 
nities, and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into 
a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  divert 
ing  water  at   any   time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse 
the  river  bottom  and   recharge   the  water   table,  and 

WHEREAS,      the  minerals   deposited  on  the   flood  plains   during   Spring  flows 
benefit   the   farmers   of  Western  Massachusetts   and  Connecticut, 
and 


WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contami- 
nation in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate 
the  use  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drink- 
ing water   in  Western  Massachusetts,  and 


WHEREAS,      the  Diversion  of  Connecticut   River  waters   into   the  Quabbin  Re- 
servoir may   introduce   lampreys  which  will  destroy  both   cold  and 
warm  water   fish   there,  and 
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RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS , 


diversion  of  waters   into   the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce 
nutrient  enrichment   changing   the   biology  of   the  Reservoir,  pos- 
sibly causing 


eutrif ication  and   sedimentation,  and 


WHEREAS , 


all   rivers   proposed   for  diversion  are  Class   B  or   Class   C  rivers 
and   the  Quabbin   is   Class   A,    the   introduction   of   a   Class   B  or  C 
water  supply   into   a   Class  A  is   contrary   to   federal   and  state 
1  aw ,  and 


WHEREAS,   all   rivers  proposed   for  diversion  receive   sewage,  agricultural, 
and   urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,   and,    in   the  Connecticut 
River,    radioactive  waste,  and 


WHEREAS,    there   is   no   provision   for   treating   Connecticut   River  water 
prior   to   introducing  it   into   the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers   to   increase   the  water   supply   to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method 
of   increasing  supply,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management   techniques   of   leak  detection  and 

repair,   water   conservation,    forest  management,  and   local  Water- 
shed  protection  measures  have   the  potential  of  providing  amounts 
of  water   equal   to   the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,   THEREFORE,   be   it   resolved   that  we  call  upon  our   local  officials, 
state,   and   federal   legislators   and  other  concerned  citizens   to  actively 
work  with  responsible   agencies   and  officials   to  promote   leak  detection 
and   repair,   water   conservation,    forest  management   and   local  Watershed 
protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources   Authority    (MWRA)  com- 
munities and  to  work  to  assure  that   there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River,   or  its   tributaries,   the  Millers   and   the  Tully,    or  of 
the  Merrimack  River  or   its   tributary,   the   Sudbury,    for   the  purpose  of 
supplementing  the  water  supplies   distribj^fed  by   the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority. 


Board  of  Selectmen 
Town  of  Granby 


r 
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May  8,  1986 


Conneccicuc  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easchampcon,  MA  01027 

Attention:     Steve  Johnson,  Chairman 

Massachusetts  Steering  Committee  On  The  Connecticut  River 
Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 

The  Board  of  Selectmen  are  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  1,  asking  for 
their  support  in  opposing  the  diverting  of  the  Connecticut  River  and/or  the 
Millers  and  Tully  Rivers  to  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  to  supply  water  to 
eastern  Massachusetts. 

The  Board  wholeheartedly  supports  your  opposition  to  this  action  as  it  will 
eliminate  the  economic  benefits  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  offers  to 
the  Pioneer  Valley  and  also  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River. 

Much  sympathy  and  concern  is  felt  by  the  Board  for  the  counties  and 
communities  that  will  be  affected  by  this  diversion.     They  feel  it  is 
repugnant  for  the  state  to  be  so  unconcerned  with  rural  populations  by 
forcing  action  upon  them  that  would  cause  such  impact  on  the  communities. 

The  Town  of  New  Braintree  is  in  the  same  situation  as  the  Connecticut 
River      Watershed  council  with  the  State  trying  to  purchase  property  in 
that  town  for  a  medium  security  prison,  a  facility  that  will  impose 
increased  services  on  a  community  that  cannot  absorb  such  an  impact. 

They  are,  therefore,  asking  your  support  in  opposing  this  action  which 
will  soon  be  decided  by  the  Governor.     It  is  time  for  all  the  small,  rural 
communities  to  ban  together  and  oppose  actions  such  as  these  and  keep 
our  small  communities  in  a  position  to  be  able  to  care  for  their  own 
needs  and  preserve  the  natural  resources  available  to  them. 

Very  truly  yours , 

Beverly  A.  Lund 
Administrative  Assistant 


town  of 
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BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 


RICHARD  J  CAREY 
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RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS , 


WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 


the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the  longest  of 
New  England's  rivers,  is  a  natural   resource  of 
great  stature  and  produces  significant  economic 
benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies, 
remineral izing  agricultural  fields,  creating 
passive  and  active  recreational  opportunities 
and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the 
Pioneer  Valley,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing 
increased  use  and  competition  for  this  limited 
resource,  and 

it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in 

the  Watershed  to  enhance  their  Watershed  resources, 

and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the 
production  of  hydro-electric  power,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a 
dramatic  return  of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American 
shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of 
the  Connecticut  River,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties 
and  ICQ  communities,  and 

diverting  water  during  peak  flow  of  17,000  cfs 
or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at 
any  time,  and 

the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed 
to  cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water 
table,  and 


r 


r 
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WHEREAS , 


Che  minerals  deposiced  on  Che  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefic  Che  farmers  of  WesCern 
MassachuseCCs  and  ConnecCicut,  and 


WHEREAS,  predicCed  populacion  growch  and  increasing  ground- 

waCer  conCaminaCion  Co  WesCern  MassachuseCCs  may, 
in  Che  f uCure ,  necessiCaCe  Che  use  of  Che  Connecci- 
cuC  River  and  iCs  CribuCaries  for  drinking  waCer 
in  WesCern  MassachuseCCs,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  ConnecCicuC  River  waCers  inCo  Che 

Quabbin  Reservoir  may  incroduce  lampreys  which  will 
descroy  boch  cold  and  warm  waCer  fish  Chere,  and 

WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waCers  inCo  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir  will 

introduce  nuCrient  enrichment  changing  the  biology 
of  the  Reservoir,  possibly  causing  eutrif ication 
and  sedimentation,  and 

WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or 

Class  C  rivers  and  the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,  the 
introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water  supply  into 
a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 

WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage, 

agricultural  and  urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and, 
in  the  Connecticut  River,  radioactive  waste,  and 

WHEREAS,  there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut 

River  water  prior  to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin 
Reservoir,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply 

to  MWRA  communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any 
other  proposed  method  of  increasing  supply,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  Watershed  protection  measures 
have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal  to  the  proposed  diversion. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials, 
state  and  federal   legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively 
work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection 
and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed 
protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  be  no  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the 
Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


Ann  Q.  Southworth,  Chairman 
LONGMEADOW  BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 
MAY  7,  1986 
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CITY  OF  NORTHAMPTON 

MASSACHUSETTS 


Sn    Cltij    Council  May  15.  1986 


UPON  THE  RECOMMENDATION  OF  HIS  HONOR,  MAYOR  DAVID  B.  MUSANTE,  JR. 


RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS,     the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces 
significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater 
supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural  fields,  creating  passive 
and  active  recreational  opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic 
amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,     the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use 
and  competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,     it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to 
enhance  their  Watershed  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,     the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  production 
of  hydro-electric  power,  and 

WHEREAS,     the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water 
quality,  and 

WHEREAS,    diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  five  counties  and  100 
communities,  and 

WHEREAS,    diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into 

a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 
water  at  any  time,  and 

WHEREAS,     the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,     the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows 

benefit  the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,     predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 
in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 
Western  Massachusetts,  and 


I 


r 


WHFREAS,      the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 
fish  there,  and 

WHEREAS,      diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce  nutrient 
enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,  possibly  causing 
eutr if ication  and  sedimentation,  and 


WHEREAS,       all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 
the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,  the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 


WHEREAS,      all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,  industrial  waste,  and,  in  the  Connecticut  River,  radio 
active  waste,  and 


WHEREAS,      there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior  to 
introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA  communities 
will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of  increasing  supply, 
and 


WHEREAS,      the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed  protection 
measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water  equal  to  the 
proposed  diversions. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,  state  and 
federal  legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation, 
forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority  (WRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not 
be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and 
the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the 
purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority. 


BE  IT  FURTHER  ORDERED,  that  the  City  Clerk  is  authorized  to  send  a  certified  copy 
of  this  Resolution  to  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council. 


In  City  Council, 


Rules  suspended,  passed  two  readings  and  anrelled. 
Attest:     i^delitie  Uurraj  ^ 
Approved:  i^avid  b.  liusante,.  Jr.-  ^  Msyor 
A  true  C( 


Attest:  cL^  City  Clerk 


JAMES  SALOlO 
EUCuTivf  SiCAfTAAT 

CMRISTIN6  M  CHMUfU 
laCCuTivi  clCAk 


May  9,  1986 


PROCLAMATION 


WHEREAS , 


WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 


the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces 
significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies, 
reraineral izaing  agricultural  fields,  creating  passive  and  active 
recreational  opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  en- 
joyed by  the  Pioneer  Valley,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  en- 
hance their  Watershed  resources,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  production  of 
hydro-electric  power,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water 
quality,  and 

diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities 
and 

diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 
potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 
water  at  any  time,  and 

the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows 
benefit  the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamin- 
ation in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the 
use  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water 
in  Western  Massachusetts,  and 

the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 
fish  there,  and 


r 
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WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS  , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS . 

NOW,  THEREFORE, 


diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce 
nutrient  enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,  possibly 
causing  eutrif ication  and  sedimentation,  and 

all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers 
and  the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C 
water  supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law, 
and 

all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural 
and  urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 

there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 
to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 

the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  WWRA 
communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method 
of  increasing  supply,  and 

the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed  protec- 
tion measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water  equal 
to  the  proposed  diversions. 

be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  local  officials,  state  and  federal 
legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  re- 
sponsible agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  ( MWRA )  communities 
and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Conn- 
ecticut River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully ,  or 
of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN  OP  LUDLOW 


b6aRD  of  SELECTMEN 
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CITY  OF  CHICOPEE 

MASSACHUSETTS 


15  May  1986 

RESOLUTION 
(SEE  ATTACHED) 
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RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


The  Connecticut  River  Watershed/  the  longest  of  New 
England's  rivers /  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature 
and  produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies/  remineralizing  agricultural  fields, 
creating  passive  and  active  recreational  opportunities  and 
providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Valley/  and 

The  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased 
use  and  competition  for  this  limited  resource/  and 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  each  coitmunity  in  the 
Watershed  to  enhance  their  Watershed  resources/  and 

The  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  criticad  to  the 
production  of  hydro-electric  power/  cuid 

The  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic 
return  of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to 
increasing  water  quality/  and 

Diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the 
Connecticut  River/  and 


WHEREAS 


The  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  five  countries  and 
100  communities/  and 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


Diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17/000  cfs  or  greater 
into  a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent 
for  diverting  water  at  any  time/  emd 

The  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table/  and 

The  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring 
flows  benefit  the  fanners  of  Western  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut/  and 


WHEREAS 


Predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater 
contamination  in  Western  Massachusetts  may/  in  the  future/ 
necessitate  the  use  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its 
tributaries  for  drinking  water  in  Western  Massachusetts/ 
and 


WHEREAS 


The  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin 
Reservoir  may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both 
cold  and  warm  water  fish  there/  and 


1 
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WHEREAS  Diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will 

introduce  nutrient  enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the 
Reservoir/  possibly  causing  eutrif ication  and 
sedimentation/  and 


WHEREAS 


All  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C 
rivers  and  the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,  the  introduction  of  a 
Class  B  or  C  water  supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to 
federal  and  state  law/  and 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


WHEREAS 


All  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage/ 
agricultural  and  urbeui  runoff/  industrial  waste/  and, 
the  Connecticut  River/  radioactive  waste/  and 


in 


There  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water 
prior  to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir/  and 

The  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to 
MWRA  cortmunities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other 
proposed  method  of  increasing  supply/  and 

The  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection 
and  repair/  water  conseirvation /  forest  management/  and 
local  Watershed  protection  measures  have  the  potential  o£ 
providing  amounts  of  water  equal  to  the  proposed 
diversions. 


NOW/  THEREFORE/  BE  IT  RESOLVED  THAT  THE  CITY  OF  CHICOPEE  call  upon  state 
and  federal  officials  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  to 
promote  leak  detection  and  repair/  water  conservation/  forest  management 
and  local  Wateshed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  (MWRA)  Communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River/  or  of  its  tributaries/  the  Millers  and 
the  Tally/  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury/  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 
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TOWN  OF  BUCKLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

P.O.  ADDRESS  17  STATE  STREET 
SHELBURNE  FALLS.  MA  01370 
Telephone  (413)  625-6330 


May  8,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,   MA  01027 

Att :     Steve  Johnson,  Chairman 

Mass.  Steering  Committee  On  The  Connecticut  River 

Dear  Sir: 

In  reference  to  your  letter  dated  May  1,  1986,  the 
Buckland  Board  of  Selectmen  unanimously  voted  to  endorse  opposi- 
tion to  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  however,   a  resolution 
was  not  made  by  the  Board  of  Selectmen . 

Please  notify  us  in  regards  to  any  further  correspondence 
regarding  this  issue. 

Very  truly  yours, 

/  James  V.  Basile 
Chairman  -  Board  of  Selectmen 


JVB:hd 
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RESOLUTION  ON  PLANS  TO  SUPPLEIiENT  THE  WATER  SUPPLIES  DISTRIBUTED  BY  TOE 

r^^SACHUSETTS  WATER  RESOURCES  AUTHORITY 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return  of 
Atlantic  saln»n  and  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  all  rivers  under 
consideration  for  diversion,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
the  fanners  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 
in  Western  f^sachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers  River  for  drinking  water  in 
Nestem  Massachusetts,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers  River  into  the 
Qu2ibbin  Reservoir  will  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold 
and  warm  water  fish  there,  and 

WHEREAS,  diversion  of  river  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce 
nutrient  enrichment,  changing  the  biology  of  the  reservoir,  in  time 
causing  eutrif ication  and  sedimentation,  and 

■WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and, 
the  Qu3ibbin  being  class  A,  the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contreury  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 

WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,  industrial  vaste,  and,  in  the  the  case  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  radioactive  waste,  and  ~ 

WHEREAS,  there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  or  Millers  River  water 
prior  to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  hWRA 

oiiiuunities  will  be  more  costly  and  therefore  lead  to  higher  water 
rates  in  these  conmunities  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  water  supply,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation,  forest  management  and 
local  Watershed  protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing 
amounts  of  water  equal  to  the  proposed  diversions 


r 


TOEIREFORE  be  it  resolved  that  the      Town  of  Belmont  

calls  upon  its  local  officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and 
other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies 
and  officials  to  promote  local  Watershed  protection  and  forest 
management  and  leak  detection  and  repair  and    don^estic  and  industrial 
water  conservation  within  the  communities  and  to  work  to  ensure 

that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  nor  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  nor  of  the  Merrimack  River  nor 
its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water 
supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


***** 

Board  of  Selectmen 
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Town  of  Easthampton 
Office  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen 


TOWN  HAIL 


EASTHAMPTON,  MASSACHUSETTS,  U-  S.  A. 


May  29,  1986 


.*1r.  Edward  L.  Spencer 
Executive  Director 
Connecticut  River 
Watershed  Council 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA.  01027 


Dear  Mr.  Spencer: 

Thank  you  for  your  invitation  of  May  20,  1986,  to  participate 
in  the  'Connecticut  River  Tea  Party". 

Though  we  will  not  be  able  to  participate  please  be  assured 
that  the  Easthampton  Board  of  Selectmen  is  opposed  to  the  proposed 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

Your  efforts  to  preserve  the  river  are  not  unnoticed  and 
are  appreciated  by  the  citizens  of  Easthampton. 


Re:  River  Diversion 


Sincerely, 


Angelo  C.  Yacuzzo,  Chairman 
Board  of  Selectmen 


pjc 
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36  MAIN  STREET 


TOWN  OF  AGAWAM 


Tel.  413-786-0400 


ACAW  AM,  MASSACHl'SETTS  01001 


CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


June  19,  1986 


Steve  Johnson 

Connecticut  River  Watershed 

Council ,    Inc . 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton/   MA  01027 

Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 

The  Agawam  Conservatin  Comission  has  discussed  the 
issue  of  diverting  the  Connecticut  River.     The  Commission 
see  no  reason  for  such  a  diversion  at  this  time. 

If  you  have  any  further  questions/  please  do  not 
hesitate  to  contact  our  office. 


AGAWAM  CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


s^e 


THE  CITY  OF  SPRINGFIELD,  MASSACHUSETTS 


MAYOR  RICHARD  E.  NEAL 

June  3,  1986 

Steve  Johnson,  Chairman 

Massachusetts  Steering  Committee  On  the  Connecticut  River 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 

Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 

I  strongly  oppose  any  further  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River 
watershed  to  solve  the  water  problems  of  the  Boston  Metropolitan  area.  The 
Springfield  City  Council  and  the  Riverfront  Development  Commission  have  also 
passed  resolutions  which  condemn  such  action.  Indeed,  some  of  our  citizens 
have  expressed  the  opinion  that  if  such  a  diversion  is  approved,  there  will 
be  another  Shay's  Rebellion  In  Western  Massachusetts. 

Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  is  a  short  term  fix  which  not  only 
benefits  no  one;  It  ultimately  works  to  the  detriment  of  the  entire  state. 

Ten  years  ago,  most  of  the  rivers  in  Western  Massachusetts  were  little  more 
than  open  sewers  unusable  by  anyone.    Since  the  passage  of  the  Clean  Water 
Act,  the  local  communities,  with  state  and  federal  assistance,  have  cleaned 
up  our  rivers.    The  city  of  Springfield  is  at  the  beginning  of  extensive 
development  of  the  riverfront  which  will  make  the  river  accessible  and 
usable  for  the  first  time  in  over  fifty  years.    Western  Massachusetts  is  in 
the  midst  of  a  tourist  boom.    A  vital  part  of  our  tourist  attractions  relate 
to  access  to  our  rivers. 

Biologists  will  tell  you  that  diversion  of  a  river's  flow  has  a  detrimental 
effect  on  the  river's  development.    We  have  only  to  look  to  the  Western 
states  to  see  what  can  happen  once  diversion  is  allowed.    The  lower  part  of 
the  Colorado  River,  because  of  diversion,  is  now  but  a  ditch.    We  have  begun 
to  use  and  to  enjoy  our  river:     the  people  of  the  Eastern  part  of  the  state 
do  not  have  the  right  to  take  that  river  away  from  us. 

There  is  only  one  acceptable  solution  to  Boston's  water  problems.  This 
involves  taking  steps  which  will  be  costly  in  the  short  run,  but  which  must 
be  done  not  only  in  Boston,  but  probably  in  most  cities  with  ancient  pipes 
and  wasteful  fixtures.    These  steps  are: 


City  of  SprinjgSeW  •  36  Court  Street  •  Springfield,  MA  01103  413- 787 -6100 
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1.  Repair  and/or  replace  the  Boston  area  pipes  which  currently  leak 
soree  23  million  gallons  of  water  a  day  in  the  Boston  area,  state  funds 
should  be  made  available  on  a  matching  basis  to  help  pay  for  this. 

2.  Work  for  mandatory  state  laws  which  will  require  the  following 
water  conservation  measures. 

a)  Installation  of  water  saving  fixtures  in  all  new  construction. 
This  alone  would  save  millions  of  gallons  of  water  every  day. 

b)  Ban  the  sale  or  installation  of  any  but  water  saving  plumbing 
fixtures  in  the  Commonwealth.    This  would  affect  both  repair  or  replacement 
of  existing  facilities  as  well  as  new  construction. 

c)  Investigate  the  drip  method  of  irrigation  (widely  and 
successfully  used  by  the  Israelis)  for  agriculture;  pass  a  state  law 
requiring  the  use  of  that  method  in  all  new  or  replacement  agricultural 
installations . 

d)  Pass  state  laws  allowing  irrigation  whether  for  lawns  or  crops 
to  occur  only  after  sunset  at  night  or  within  twohours  after  sunrise.  Much 
of  the  water  now  used  for  irrigation  is  lost  by  evaporation  before  it  ever 
reaches  the  plants  for  which  it  1b  Intended. 

e)  Draw  up  and  Implement  plans  for  reforestation  both  in  the  cities 
and  in  the  countryside  to  help  conserve  the  water  we  already  have. 

If  all  these  measures  are  taken,  we  believe  that  the  water  problems  not  only 
of  Boston,  but  also  of  most  of  the  state  will  be  resolved  for  the  forseeable 
future.    We  would  suggest  that  state  funds  be  made  available  on  some  sort  of 
matching  grant  to  help  to  pay  for  repair  of  leaking  pipes  wherever  they  may 
exist. 

We  owe  it  to  ourselves  and  our  children  to  take  these  minimum  steps. 

I  plan  to  be  at  the  hearing  on  June  3,  as  does  Elinor  Hartshorn,  Chairman  of 
the  Riverfront  Development  Commission  to  testify  on  these  matters. 


Mayor 


cc:    Gail  Ratcllffe,  New  England  Director 
Clean  Water  Action  Project 

Ed  Spencer,  Executive  Director 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
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A  RESXUTION  ON  PLANS  TO  SUPPLEMENT  THE  WATER  SUPPLIES  DISTRIBOTED  BY  THE 

I^SACHUSETTS  WATER  RESOURCES  AUTHORITY 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return  of 
Atlantic  salmon  and  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  all  rivers  under 
consideration  for  diversion,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
the  fanners  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 
in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers  River  for  drinking  water  in 
Western  Massachusetts,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers  River  into  the 
Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold 
and  warm  water  fish  there,  and 

WHEREAS,  diversion  of  river  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will  introduce 
nutrient  enrichment,  changing  the  biology  of  the  reservoir,  in  time 
causing  eutrif ication  and  sedimentation,  and 

•WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and, 
the  Quabbin  being  class  A,  the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Clciss  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 

WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sevage,  agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,  industrial  waste,  and,  in  the  the  case  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  radioactive  waste,  and 

WHEREAS,  there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  or  Millers  River  water 
prior  to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

coTTOunities  will  be  more  costly  and  therefore  lead  to  higher  water 
rates  in  these  communities  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  water  supply,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation,  forest  management  and 
local  Watershed  protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing 
amounts  of  water  equal  to  the  proposed  diversions 


NOW,  'T<EREFORE  be  it  resolved  that  the      Town  of  Belmont  

calls  upon  its  local  officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and 
other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies 
and  officials  to  promote  local  Watershed  protection  and  forest 
management  and  leak  detection  and  repair  and    domestic  and  industrial 
water  conservation  within  the  MWRA  communities  and  to  work  to  ensure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  nor  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  nor  of  the  Merrimack  River  nor 
its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water 
supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


r\A-ll^  


It    It    It     It  * 

Board  of  Selectmen 


r 
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TOWN  OF  SOUTHAMPTON 


MASSACHUSETTS 


CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


June  3,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms,  Corcoran: 

Last  evening  the  Southampton  Conservation  Commission  on 
behalf  of  the  Town  of  Southampton  unanimously  voted  in  favor 
of  the  attached  resolution  opposing  diversion  of  Massachusetts' 
Rivers • 

The  Southampton  Conservation    Commission  is  authorized  to  act 
for  the  Town  of  Southampton  in  any  and  all  environmental 
controversies • 


CC:  Gov.  Michael  Dukakis 
Sen.  John  Burke 
Rep.  William  P.  Nagle,  Jr. 
Southampton  Selectmen's  Board 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


Cordially, 


nw 


Ellen  A.  Mintzer 
Chairman 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 
^  —I  


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural   resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  remlnera 1 1  zing 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  dmenlties  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and , 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

conpetltion  for  this  Halted  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   It   Is  Cb*  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
UHFRFAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  Its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  Into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir 

may  Introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will   introduce  nutrient 
enrichment  changing  the  biology  oi  the  Reservoir,  possibly  causing 
eucrlf ication  and  sedinencation,  and 

WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 
the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,  the  Introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 

WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 

WHEREAS,   there  it  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 
to  Introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  supply,  and  i 

WHEREAS,   Che  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 
protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
NOW,  THEREFORE,  b«  It  resolved  that  the    for  the  Town  of  Southampton 

calls  upon  its  local  officials,  state  and  federal    legislators  and  other  concerned 

citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote 

leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local 

Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 

communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 

Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 

Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 

the  water  supplies  dlscribuced  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 

Authority. 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
TOWN/CITY  OF; for  the  Town  of  Southampton 


SIGNED:  {  1  d  .  Y^TZJ^. 


hair man 


DATE :  June  3,  1986 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecclcuc  River  Watershed,   Che   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi nera 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  Che  Pioneer 
Va  1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecclcuc  River  Wacershed  Is  crldcal   co  che  producclon  of 

hydro-e 1 ec c rl c  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  Connecclcuc  River  Wacershed  is  experiencing  a  dramaclc  recurn 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  Co  increasing  water  qualicy, 

and 

WHEREAS,  dlvercing  water  will  decrease  che  wacer  qualicy  of  che  Connecclcuc 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecclcuc  River  Wacershed  is  in  5  councies  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  divercing  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greacer  Inco  a 

pocencially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  ac  any  cime,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  flood  wacers  of  che  Connecclcuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  che 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

In  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessicace  che  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  cribucarles  for  drinking  wacer  in 

Western  Massachusects ,  and 
WHEREAS,  che  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  inco  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  incroduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f I  cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

uroan  runoff.    Industrial   waste,  and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  pocencial  of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promoce  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF 
SIGNED 


Chief  Elected  Of  f icial 


DATE :  TPfruA^  ^ ^  /^Rln 
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AW  OFFTCIAL^RESOLUTTON  OPPOSING  DTVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,  eh«  Connaccicuc  Rlv«r  Wattrsh«d,  the  longest  of  New  Rngland's  rivers, 
Is  a  necural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  reislneral Ixlng 
agricultural  fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
~    opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  aiMnttles  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val ley.  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical  to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 

RivMC^^^d  .. 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  Inee  « 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleense  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

In-Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necestsitace  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  In 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  Introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 


L 
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WHEREAS,  dlvartlon  of  w«t«r«  Into  th«  Quabbln  R«i«rvolr  will   Introduc*  nucrlanc 

•  nrlchiMfic  changing  th«  biology  of  tha  Ratarvolr.  poaalbly  caualng 

aucrlf leatlon  and  sadlmencadon,  and 
WHEREAS,  all  rlwara  propoaad  for  dlvartlon  ara  Clasa  B  or  Claaa  C  rlvara  and 

Cha  Quabbln  la  Claaa  A,  tha  Introduction  of  a  Claaa  B  or  C  wacar 

■upply  Into  a  Claaa  A  la  contrary  to  fadaral  and  stata  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rlvara  proposad  for  divarilon  racalva  sawagc,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff.  Industrial  waata,  and,  In  tha  Connactlcut  Rlvar, 

radloactlva  waata,  and 
WHEREAS,  thara  la  no  provlalon  for  treating  Connactlcut  Rlvar  watar  prior 

to  Introducing  It  Into  tha  Quabbln  Rasarvolr,  and 
WHEREAS,  tha  diversion  of  rlvara  to  Increase  tha  water  supply  to  MVRA 

coiwaunltlea  will  be  more  coatly  than  any  other  propoaad  OMthod  of 

Increaalng  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  watar  ^^ipply  Mnageaienc  technlquea  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

wacer  conservation,  forest  laanagaMent,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  aeaauras  have  the  potential  of  providing  anmunts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diverslona. 


NOV,  THEREFORE,  be  It  reaolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officlala,  state  and 
federal  legislators  and  other  concerned  cititena  to  actively  work  with 
reaponaible  agencies  and  officials  to  proaoca  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conaervation,  fereac  aanageaant  and  local  Vacarahad  protection  within  tha 
Haaaachuaetes  Watar  Reaourcea  Authority  (HWRA)  coMsunitlaa  and  to  work  to  aaaura 
Chat  thara  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  let 
trlbutarlaa,  tha  Nillers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrlisack  Rlvar  or  Ita 
tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  tha  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CJTY  OtL  Leyden 
SIGNED I 


Chlet^E^cted  Official 
DATE  I      ^  -  2  -   


Adopted  by  the  town:  at  Annual  Town  Meeting  May  19th,  1986. 

Attest:  ^XO///X\Af>t^  ) 
Mary  Lo/i  Barton,  Town 


"Clerk 


TOWN  OF  SOUTHAMPTON 

MASSACHUSETTS 


CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


June  3,  1986 


Hs.  Patricia  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Last  evening  the  Southampton  Conservation  Commission  on 
behalf  of  the  Town  of  Southampton  unanimously  voted  in  favor 
of  the  attached  resolution  opposing  diversion  of  Massachusetts ' 
Rivers . 

The  Southampton  Conservation    Commission  is  authorized  to  act 
for  the  Town  of  Southampton  in  any  and  all  environmental 
controversies. 

Cordially, 

nw  Ellen  A.  Mintzer 

Chairman 

CC:  Gov.  Michael  DukaJcis 

Sen.  John  Burke 

Rep,  William  P.  Nagle,  Jr. 

Southampton  Selectmen's  Board 
— ^  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
Is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera 1 1 z 1 ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aascheclc  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va  I  ley,  and , 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    It   is  the  responsibl 1 1 cy  of  esch  community  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

pocencially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  Its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  Into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut r 1 f 1 ca 1 1  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbln  Is  Class  A,   the  Introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  Is  cpntrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  watte,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  Is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  it  into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MURA 

conmunltles  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

Increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of   providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the  for  the  Town  of  Southampton 

calls  upon  its  local   officials,   state  and  federal    legislators  and  other  concerned 

citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote 

leak  dececdon  and  repair,  water  conservedon,  forest  management  and  local 

Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVRA) 

communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 

Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its  tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 

Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 

the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 

Authority. 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
TOWN/CITY  OF:  for  the  Town  of  Southampton 

SIGNED;       f^LL^.      CL  .  '^yYLu-i^\X<uJ\. 

Cha-lrroan 


DATE ;        June  3.  1986 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 

I  

WHEREAS,   the  Conneccicac  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
Is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
•conomlc  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remlnera I  1 z 1 ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aeachecic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    It   is  the  responsibility  of  each  comnunicy  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Wacershad  It  axparlencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  divarting  water  will   decreaia  cha  wacar  quality  of  cha  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershad  is  in  5  counties  anJ  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flowa  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  rasarvoir  establlthaa  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connacticuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottooi  and  recharge  tha  wacar  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  In 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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UMCRtA.S,  diversion  of  waters  Inco  ch«  Quabbln  Rasarvolr  will    introduca  nucrlenc 

anrlchmenc  changing  Che  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbln  Is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  Into  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    Industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  Is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  It   Into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  rivers  to  Increase  Ch«  water  supply  to  MURA 

conmunltles  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  pocendal   of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  It   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our   local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservadon,  foratc  managamcnc  and  local  Wacarshad  protection  within  the 
Massachuaacca  Uacar  Rasourcai  Authority  (HUBA)  coieiaunlcles  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  Its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of   supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


:>1CNE0 


TOWN /CITY  0         ^  [/ ^  CT^/Sl  /) 


GWu^f^lecced  Official       ^    '  /  y 
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CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


TOWN  OF  SOUTHAMPTON 


MASSACHUSETTS 


June  3 , 


1986 


Ma.  Patricia  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Last  evening  the  Southampton  Conservation  Commission  on 
behalf  of  the  Town  of  Southampton  unanimously  voted  in  favor 
of  the  attached  resolution  opposing  diversion  of  Massachusetts • 
Rivers . 

The  Southampton  Conservation    Commission  is  authorized  to  act 
for  the  Town  of  Southampton  in  any  and  all  environmental 
controversies . 


CC:  Gov.  Michael  Dukakis 
Sen.  John  Burke 
Rep.  William  P.  Nagle,  Jr. 
Southampton  Selectmen's  Board 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


Cordially, 


nw 


Ellen  A,  Mintzer 
Chairman 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Wacershed,   che   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
Is  a  nacural   resource  of  greac  scacure  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remlneral izing 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val ley,  and, 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

coapetltlon  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   Is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  S  counties  and  ICQ  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Kassachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHFREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may.   In  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  laroprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  wacers  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icac ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  Is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and.   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MVRA 

conmunities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the   for  the  Town  of  Southampton 

calls  upon  its  local   officials,   state  and  federal    legislators  and  other  concerned 

citizens  to  accivaly  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote 

leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,   forest  management  and  local 

Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 

communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 

Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 

Merrimack  River  or  Its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 

the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 

Authori  ty . 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
TOWN /CITY  OF: for  the  Town  of  Southampton 


SIGNED:  f  j  jZ^     CL  .  Y-^^J,^:-.. 

'-Cha  irman 

DATE :  June  3,  1986  
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WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   retni ne ra I i z 1 ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is   Che  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  "wacer  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  wacer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

cut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

Increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 
wacer  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  Che  purpose  o£  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  OF: 
SIGNED 


Chief  Elected  Official 


DATE:  .5^  / 


f 


SOUTH  HAOLEY.  MASS.  01075 


OFFICE  OF  SELECTMEN 


May  2?,  1956 


WILLIAM  L  LUCMINI.  JR 
CMirman 

JOSEPH  W  LONG 
Clark 


EDMUND  SCmEinOST 
Mamoar 


Patricia  Corcoran,    Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Autliority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,   Massachusetts  0210S 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Enclosed   is  a   resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Selectmen 
unanimously   opposing  the  diversion  of   the  Connecticut  River. 

This   issue   has   a   lengthy   history   and  the   Town  of   South  Hadley 
has  been  steadfast   in  its  opposition  to  the  proposed  diversion 
issue.      Certainly   the  growing  needs  of  the  eastern   end  of   the  State 
for  good   drinking  water   is   an   important  matter,    but   prior   to  the 
diversion   as   a   solution,    it    is   imperative  that   detection  and 
repairs  of   leaks  in  the  delivery   system  of  the  Quabbin  reservoir  be 
addressed.      It   is  also   logical   that  a  strong  conservation  campaign 
be  implemented. 

Diversion  of  tlie  Connecticut  River   is  not   acceptable  by  thus 
Town  and  by   its  governing  body.      Unfortunately,    we   will   be  unable 
to  attend  the  hearing  on  June   3.    19S6  and.    therefore,    want  our  view 
to  be  considered. 


Si  ncerely . 


Town  of  South  Hadley 


Itr 


enc  . 


cc  : 


Connecticut  River  Waterslied  Council,  Inc. 
Theodore  &   Angeline  Klekota 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSINC  DIVERSION  OF  THF  STATK'S  RTVRRS 


WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut   River  Watershed,    the    longest   ol    New  Knglatid's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
•conomic  bunefics  by  replenishing  groundwater   supplies,    remi ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyt-d  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

'  competition  for  this   limiced  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,    it    is   the   responsibility  of   each  community   in  the  W.iterslied   ro  r-nhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut   River  Watershed   is  critical    to  the   production  of 

hydro-e I et I r I c   power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed   is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing,  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrense  the  water  quality  of    the  Connecticut 
K I ve  r ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of    I7,0U0  cts  or  greater  into  a 

pocencially  full    reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  fur  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of   the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of   Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  i>rowi  h  .ind  incroasirii4  fronndw.-i  r  o  r  rout  ami  nat  i  cm 

in  Wescern  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut   River  and   its  tributaries  for  drinking  waier  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHKREAS  ,    the  diversion  of   Connecticut    River  waters   into  the  Qimbbin  Ri'servoir 

may   introducer    lampreys  wh  1 1  h  will    .Ifstroy  bi)th  cold  .iiul  warm  w.iler 

fish  there,  and 


r 


r 


-  2  - 


WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut rl f 1  cat  1  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  (or  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers   proposed   for  diversion   receive   sewage,   agrlculrurjl  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 
^  radioactive  waste,  and 

WHEKKAS,   there  is  cio  provision  lor  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to   introducing  it   into  the  Qudbbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHKKEAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  cu  increjse  the  wjter  supply  co  HWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management   techniques  of    leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of   providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,   THEREFORE,   be  it   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  otficlals  to  promote   leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and   local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/ CITY 


,1CNE 


DATE:  May    27.    1 '•>>() 


POST  OFFICE  BOX  ft06 
EASTHAMPTON,  MA  0I027 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton ,   MA  01027 

Fellow  Conservasionists : 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Pascommuck  Conservation 
Trust  has  unanimously  voted  to  support  the  resolution 
opposing  diversion  of  the  state's  rivers. 

The  signed  and  sealed  resolution  is  enclosed. 


May  22,  1986 


Robert  E.  Pinkos 
President  &  Chairman 


dp 
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AN  OfflClM.  RESCLUnOJ  OPFCSTSQ  DIVERSICH  Of  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


UHQlCtS,    fhc  Conn^ticut  Riu«r  Watershed,    the  longest  of  New  Ei^land' s  rivers, 
is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  bmn^its  by  replenishing  ground  water  supplier,   roHin^ral  i  zing 
agricultural  fieldm,  creating  pa»ai-um  and  active  recreational  oppor~ 
ttaiitiea  and  providing  aesthetic  cwienitiea  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Vfallei/,  and, 

tlKQt&tS,    the  Connecticut  Rit>er  Watershed  is  expericncirvj  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHBIEAS,    it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  cammnity  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Hb tershed  resources,  and 
llHQtEA^,    the  Connecticut  River  Itbtershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

htflro-electric  pouter,  and 
MilREAS ,    the  Connecticut  Riucr  IKatcrshcd   is  exper icnc in^j  a  dramatic  return 

Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

VHERZA3,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

\IH£REAS,   the  Connecticut  River  IKatershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  conanunities , 
and 

WHBIEAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  fXowa  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diuertiru^ 

anter  at  any  time,  and 
llKBtE4<S,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

riuer  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  min^als  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  U'estem  AVissachuaetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHSiEAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  ground  water  contamination 

in  U'estem  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts ,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  luatcrs  into  the  O^bbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHIRIAS,  diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reseruoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biologtj  of  the  Reseruoir,   possibly  causing 

eutrification  and  scdimcntat ton,  and 
VIHIREiKS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  divt*rsion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rii/ers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  uater 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  laiu,  and 
WHERIAS,  all  ritmrs  propaaad  for  diversion  recetue  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  luoste,  and,    in  the  Connecticut  Riuer, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
liHQlEAS,    there   is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  ivater  prior 

to  introducing   it   into  t/ie  O^obbtn  Hcser-uoir,  and 
\\h£REAS,    the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

contnunitics  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHERfAS ,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,  forest  management ,  and  local  Ubtershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal  to  the  proposed  diversions. 
NCW,   TtiUitftitE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials ,  state  and 
federal   legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  luorfe  lui  th  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak,  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation, 
forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Vkiter 
Resources  Authority  (MWM)  comwrntnities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will 
not  be  diitersion  of  the  Connecticut  Rix/er,  or  of  its  tributaries,   the  AUlIers 
and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Mex'rimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributcxi  by  the  ^(assachusctts 
Hiater  Resources  Authority. 

Board  of  Directors 

PASCOMMUCK  CONSERVATION   TRUST,  INC. 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  dlvercing  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

The  eibove  resolution  was  passed    at  a  duly  called  meeting  of  the  menibers  of  the 
COlNBCTICUr  VMXEY  ACTION  PROGRAM    on  May  28th,  1986 

Signed  on  behalf  of  the  Connecticut  Valley  Action  Program  Caanittee 

BY  '  ,  /ih/i^^. 
Manager 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATF'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed,   the   longest  ot   New  F.ngland's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi nera 1 i z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachuset  cs  may,    in  the  future,    neceasicate   i.  he  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 


r 


r 
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WHKREAS,   diversion  of  wacers   inco  c he  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nurrienc 

enrichmenc  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

euc ri f icac ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  al I   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  Introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  inco  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWHA 

comrnunities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVfRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


TOWN/CTTY  OF: 


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


I 
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Hampden  Conservation  District 

4  Whalley  St  -  Hadley.  MA  01035  -  Telephone  584-1464 


May   22.  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
MWRA 

20  Somerset  St. 
Boston,   MA  02108 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 


Enclosed   is  a   Resolution   passed   by   the  Hampden  Conservation 


District   on  May   21,    1986.    in  OPPOSITION   to   the   diversion  of  the 
Connecticut   River.      We  will   also   be  attending   the   public   meeting  on 
June  3d,    and   will   again  express  our   deep   objection   to   the   proposal  of 
diverting   the  Connecticut  River. 


enclosure 

cc:   Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


Sincerely, 


CONSERVATION  •  DEVELOPMENT  •  SELF-GOVERNMENT 


r 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVTRS 


WHEREAS,    Che   Connecclcut   River  Watershed,    the    longest   of   New  Engl.ind's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and   produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    rem i ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  che  Pioneer 
Valley,   and , 

WHEREAS ,  ,-t he  Connecticut  River  Watershed   Is  experiencing   increased  use  and 

\competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it    is   the   responsibility  of   e*ch  community   In   the  Watershed   co  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   che  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS-,  •  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is   In  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 
pocendally  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 
water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
|l  .  river  bottom  and  recharge  thei  water  cable,  and 

r 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
che  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  c on c ami na c i on 
In  Western  Massachusetts  may,   In  the  future,  necessitate  che  use 
of  che  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 
Western  Massachusetts,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may   introduce   lamprays  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 
fish  there,  and 


r 


-  2  - 

WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  ulll    introduce  nutrient 
enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 
eu t r i f i ca t i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class   B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 
Che  Quabbin  is  Class  A,    the   introduction  of   a  Class   B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,    industrial    waste,    and,    in   the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,    there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to   Introducing   it   into   the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  or  rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply   to  MWRa 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management   techniques  of    leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,    forest  management,   and    local  Watershed 
protection  measures   have   the   potential    of   providing  amounts   of  water 
equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the    HflMPnP.J  rn.j<;FijuaTr,-i..|  PISTP.ICT  

calls  upon  its   local    officials,   state  and  federal    legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials   to  promote 
leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservadon,    forest  management  and  local 
Watershed  protection  within  the  MassachuseCCs  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
cofflfflunitles  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  or  of   its  tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,   or  of  the 
Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Aut hori  t  y . 


mmcfLmxmn  hampden  conservation  pisTRirT 

SIGNED:  otja-<r-n/      K-  -'fl^yjJ^<-J^ 

Chief  Elected  Oftic'ial'^^ 

DATE  :  .'■lAY  21,  1^86   


r 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE"?  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
Ri ve  r  ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 


r 


r 
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WHKREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eu t r i f i c ac i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHERF.AS,   all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


TOWN^3HP«9^K 


SHELBURNE 


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


Chi^f  Elected  Official 
May  19,  1986  


r 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DTVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed,   Che   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reml ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Vai ley ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-ei ectric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Conneccicuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachuset cs  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,    in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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UHRREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  tor  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  Creating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  ^fWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  o£  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


Chief  Electe(3  Official 


TOWN /CITY  OF 
SIGNED 


I 
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

JFranklin  fflountQ 

OFFICE  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 

COURT  HOUSE.  QHEENFIELD,  MASS.  01301 

(413)  r74-«ois        f^gy  1986 


FRANCIS  K   PltASANT  -nm 
Muni4iiue 
MAKGAHU  H  MbRl.lHV 
Dcetlield 
EVEBF  n  B  HAfC  H 

orecnficlU 
HELEN  L  PEKENIA 
(  Ink 


Steven  D.  Johnson.  Chairman 
Massachusetts  Steering  Committee 

On  The  Connecticut  River 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
125  Combs  Rd. 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 

Dear  Mr.  Johnson: 

cnrin<:pri  vou  will  find  "An  Official  Resolution 
Enclosea  you  wi   i       r  ^.h^  Qtato'c  Rivers"  which 

Of  the  Franklin  County  Commissioners. 

Sincerely , 

Waynfe  C.  Mel vi 1 le 
County  Administrator 


WCM: jmn 
enc  1  . 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RfSO-UTICN  OPfDSING  DIVERSICN  Of  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


HH£KfA5,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,    the  longest  of  New  England' s  rivers, 
is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  ard  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  bg  replenishing  ground  uater  supplies,   remineral izing 
agricultural  fields,  creatir^  passive  and  active  recreational  oppor- 
timitiea  and  providing  aesthetic  cunenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
\hlley,  and, 

WEREAS,   the  Connecticut  Rii>er  YJatershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

canpetition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WEREAS,   it  is  the  responsibil  ity  of  each  caawmmity  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
W1EREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  prociuction  of 

hyiro-electric  power,  and 
mEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

VHEREAS,  dix/erting  water  will  decrease  the  anter  cfuality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  ie  in  5  counties  and  100  conwmmities , 
and 

VUEREA3,  div>erting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

niter  at  any  time,  and 
VHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  fituer  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
VUntEAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spriry  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  \1assachusetts  and  Connecticut ,  and 
Vti^EAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  ground  water  contamination 

in  ICestem  Massachusetts  may,    in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Ifestem  Massachusetts ,  and 
W^EAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  luxters  into  the  O^bbin  Reservoir 

maty  introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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VtlfRIAS,  dii^rsion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Resewoir  uit  2  I    introduce  nutrient 
enrichnent  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,  possibl y  causing 
eutrification  and  sedimentation,  and 
WilRIAS,  all  risers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  D  or  Class  C  rivers  and 
th«  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  lau>,  and 
VHER£AS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 
VHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  uater  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir ,  and 
WiEREAS,   the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

ccatmmities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  supply,  and 
VHniEAS,   the  water  supply  management  technitjues  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management ,  and  local  Watershed 
protection  measures  hove  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal  to  the  proposed  diversions. 
SOW,   HiER^'CRE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials ,  state  and 
federal   legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  ojork  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  ivater  conservation, 
forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  lUater 
Resources  Authority  (MfllBA)  cammmmities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will 
not  be  diversion  of  the  Comecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,   the  Millers 
and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Hbter  Resources  Authority. 

CCUmi  OF:  FRANKLIN 


Chief  Elected  Official 
J^TE:  May  13,  1986  


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RTVFRS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticuc  River  Warershed,   che   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi ne ra 1 i 2 i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters   into  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  Co  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  OF;    '^<->^rP^  ^  \  A  

SIGNED:     (^J-j^g^'hAl     P  l/jM^u^ 
Clriif  Elected  Oftiiial 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSINC  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATF ' S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  stgnlficanc 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  crldcal   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat Lon  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/dWV  OFl^SOUTHAMPTON  


..£hii\f  Elected  Official 
DATE:       May  13.  1986  


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THH:  STATE'S  RIVFRS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra I  i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  Co  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Wescern  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,    there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  It   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  It  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 


Chief  Elected  Official 


DATE : 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the  longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opporcunit ies  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  wacer  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greacer  inco  a 

pocencially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  divercing 

wacer  ac  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Conneccicuc  River  are  needed  co  cleanse  the 

river  boccom  and  recharge  che  wacer  cable,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  minerals  deposited  on  che  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefic. 

Che  farmers  of  Wescern  Massachusec cs  and  Conneccicuc,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicced  populaclon  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  concamination 

in  Wescern  Massachusec cs  may,   in  che  fucure,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusec cs ,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  wacer 

fish  chere,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri t i cat  ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

Che  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority- 


water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


TOWN /CITY  OF: 


4^ 


SIGNED: 


Chief  Elected  Official 


DATE: 


^1  iH^'fjU 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVFRSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  ot   great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  1 e y ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    It   Is  the  responsibility  of  each  communlcy  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Wacershed  is  In  5  councles  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  dlvcrdng  waccr  during  peak  flows  of   17,0O0  cfs  or  greater  Inco  a 

pocenclally  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  ac  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHtREAS,  diversion  of  waters   inco  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

euc ri f i c Jt 1  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and.    In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MURA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  It  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of   the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF:  . 

SIGNED:  A  J  >^--/^>^:>^<^^ 

Chief  Elected  Of jH^tidl 

DATE :       ^V/l/  /f^V.  


AN  OFFICIAL  RFSOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  Npw  England's  rivers, 
IS  J  nacur.^!    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunic ies  and  providing  acschacic  acnenlclas  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will    decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is   in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WWEREAS ,    the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  di  version  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

Increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  managemenc  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  managemenc,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  managemenc  and  local  Watershed  proceccion  within  che 
Massachuseccs  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  Its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  che  wacer  supplies 
dlscribuced  by  che  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Auchoricy. 


TOWN/CTTY  OF: 


Greenfield 


SIGNED: 


Janice  E.  Prescott -  Chairman 


Chief  Elecced  Official 


DATE: 


May  13,  1986 
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AN  OFFTCTAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   rem! ne ra I  1 z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    It   Is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is   In  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  In 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut r i f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  co  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,    there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWFA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  pocenclal  of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  It  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWHA)  comfflunities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF 


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


Chief  Elected  QJe^iciat^ 
May  12,  1986 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHtREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  ot   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  ot   great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benaflts  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reml nera I  1 z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  communicy  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  ch«  wacer  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Qujbbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHERFAS,   diversion  ot    waters    inco  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    mrro'lure  nutrient 

enrichtrent   changing  the  biology  of    Che  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

euc r 1 1 1  cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHKREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  tor  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C.  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  aRricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  ot    rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,   and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential    of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,   THEREFORE,   be   it   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promoce  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and   local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
chat   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of   supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority.  • 

TOWN/CITY  OF :        ^  X^?^-^^^?<£-  


SIGNED: 


Chief  Elected  Ot  f icial 

DATE: 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATF'S  RTVFRS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
IS  a  natural    resource  of   great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra I  1 z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is   in  5  counties  and   ICQ  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connectlcuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

e u t r 1 f 1 ca t I  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbln  Is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

Increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  OF:  I j lA  >^'i  iu    y 

SIGNED:      ^^fU.A.^^  '  J^^^  g^^^^^cc'^  /^.^L^^.,^ ^  — 

Chief  Elected  Official  S.  e,^-r  Bcr-^L^y^  ^  ' 

DATE:    M^^-  /^^^  
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AS  OfTICUL  RESCLUTTCN  OTTC&V^  t>TVEltSlCN  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WiEflB<5,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,    the  lor^eat  of  New  Erylarti'  a  rivers, 
IS  a  natural   resource  of  great  stature  and  producer  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  ground  water  supplies,    ranineral i zing 
agricultural  fields,   creating  passit>e  and  active  recreational  oppor- 
tunities and  providing  aesthetic  canenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Valley,  and, 

WERIAS,   th*  Cotwt^ticut  Riifr  Watershed  ia  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
VHBtEAS,    it  is  the  responsibil  ity  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

th«tr  Watershed  resources,  and 
WEREKS,   the  ConnMiticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  production  of 

hxfiro-electric  power,  and 
Hh/JcE^,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  Aaicrtcan  shad  due  to  increasing  uxxter  (juality. 


VHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

VlHSiEAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  canwnunities , 

VHEREAiS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flomm  of  17,000  cfa  or  greater  into  a 
potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 
■oter  at  any  tim*,  and 

UMSUSAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Corviecticut  Rivicr  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
W31EAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Ifestem  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut ,  and 
WBIEAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  ground  water  contamination 

in  Ifestem  Massachusetts  may,    in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  t^ts  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

ICestem  Massachusetts,  and 
VHIRE^S,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  C2uabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  luater 

fish  there,  and 
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VtHH?£A5,  dii/eraion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reseruoir  will    introduce  nutrient' 

enricHnenf  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir ,  possibl y  causing 

eutrification  and  sedimentat ion,  and 
Vti£R3KS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,    the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 
VtlFREAS,  all  rivers  proposal  for  diversion  receive  semiage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
KHQtEA3,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  ^Viobbin  Reservoir ,  and 
WHHt&tS,   the  diversion  o^  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  ,MWRA 

ccmnunities  will   be  more  costly  t>un  ani^  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 

the  water  supply  managanent  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Hhtershed 
protection  oMosures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 
eq[ual  to  the  proposed  diversions. 
SOW,   IHZR^GRZ  ,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  luorfe  luith  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation, 
forest  managanent  and  local  Watershed  protection  vithin  the  Massachusetts  Ubter 
Resources  Authority  (MiUltA)  cammmmities  and  to  axrrk  to  assure  that  there  will 
not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  A4i Iters 
and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  .MerrimacJi  Riv»er  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplanenting  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority, 

COLtmj  Cf:  tkmpshire_   

Chief  Elected^ficial 
l^TE:  Mau  1.  1986  
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 

WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aaschadc  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitdte  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introiluce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  ot    the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eu t r 1 1 I ca L I  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  tor  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  It   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management   techniques  of    leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  man.igement  ,   and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local    officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote   leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVfRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF:    NEW   PRAINTREE,    MA  01531 


SIGNED:  ^ }^  V.  7^ 

Chief  Elected  Official 

DATE :  May  5,  1986  


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut   River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
IS  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reitil  nera  I  i  z  i  ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  Che  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is   in  5  counties  and  ICQ  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

pocencially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  wacer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichmenc  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f i cat  I  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management   techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  ic  resolved  that  we  call    upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote   leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
chat   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


TOWN /CI 


SIGNED> 


Chief  Elected  Official 


i^)asV^^>icJe^^^  


DATE: 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVFRS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicut  River  Wacershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rtvers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera I i zl ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Wacershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Wacershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

pocencially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  ac  any  cime,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  flood  wacers  of  che  Conneccicut  River  are  needed  co  cleanse  che 

river  botcom  and  recharge  che  wacer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Conneccicuc  River  and  ics  cributaries  for  drinking  wacer  in 

Wescern  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  diversion  of  Conneccicuc  River  wacers  into  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  Che  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f I  cat i un  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,  and.   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  It   Into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  ic  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local  officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWNVcITY  OF:  f,  ,^jf^  ^   

SIGNED:    ^"^^.^  ^  ^Ta.  /tJ^uSZ^. 
lief  Elected  Official 


DATE  :  ^  J9^A 
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AN  OFFTCIAL  RESOLUTTON  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATF'S  RIVFRS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    rem! ne ra 1 1 z 1 ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  wacer  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is   in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecdcuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 


WHKREAS,  diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri t icat I  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  Is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and.   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWKA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management   techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  It  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (hfVRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
IS  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwacir  supplies,   reml nera 1 1 zi ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,    Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  chts   limiced  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    It   is  the  responsi bi I t c y  of  each  community  In  che  Watershed  to  enhance 

cheir  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  che  production  of 

hydro-e 1 ec c r 1 c  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  Connecticuc  River  Wacershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  che  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   che  Connecticuc  River  Wacershed  is  In  5  counties  and  100  communlcles, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  che  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  minerals  deposiced  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  che  use 

of   che  Conneccicuc  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Mas sachusec c s ,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  diversion  of  Conneccicuc  River  wacers  inco  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  incroduce   lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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UHI'KEAS,   Ji version  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of    the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eut ri t icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  Inco  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  Co  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  chat  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  managemenc  and  local  Watershed  proceccion  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  comrounides  and  to  work  to  assure 
chat  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  che  Merrimack  River  or  ics 
cribucary,   che  Sudbury,   for  che  purpose  of  supplemencing  che  wacer  supplies 
discribuced  by  che  che  Massachuseccs  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 


SIGNED: 


TOWN/CITY  OF: 


Chief  Elected  Official 


DATE: 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVFRS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwacer  supplies,   reml ne ra I  I z 1 ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va I  Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   It   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may.   In  the  future,  necessitate  Che  use 

of  the  Conneccicut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Wescern  Massachuseccs,  and 
WHEREAS,   Che  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHliREAS,   diversion  ot  wdcers   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  ot    the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut r i t i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of    rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of    leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


SIGNED: 

DATE :         May  6.  1986 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
•conomlc  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml n«ra 1 1 zl ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   It   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS^   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may.   In  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  wdCers   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

e u t ri f i ca t i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  Is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,  and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,    there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of   the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


TOWN/CITY  OF ;      ///rV/.;  '  >V^.  C  /' 


SIGNED:    -^^{//.w   //.  ^//,j.y; 


Chiefc/El  ected'official 


DATE: 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTTON  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATF'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  F.ngland's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera I  1 z 1 ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

compedcion  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Aclandc  salmon  and  American  shad  due  Co  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachuseccs  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  .tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHRREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

e u t r i f i ca 1 1  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial  waste,  and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  d>.-cection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local  officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  proceccion  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  cororaunities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN /CITY  OF: 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


DATE: 


SIGNED:  /( 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVFRS 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed   is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

pocendally  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  ot  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  ot    the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri t icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioaatioe  waste ,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  ^fWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  cechnlques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  pronoce  leak  detection  and  repair,  wacer 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (HVRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
Chat  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  0^^9/j;->l^^^^?^X^  .  

SIGNED:     rk-,^^-^  ^'Jf 
Chief  Elected  OfticiaT 


DATE: 


II 


AN  OFFICIAL  RRSOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVF.RS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of  New  Rngland's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reml nera 1 1 z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  In  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  ot  waters   into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri t icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MURA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it   resolved  that  we  call   upon  our   local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  manageinenc  and  local  Wacershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MVfRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


T0WN/8<^^  OF: 


Hadley 


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


May  7,  1986 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the  longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera 1 i zi ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by   the  Pioneer 
Va 1  I e y ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greacer  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

euc r i f i ca t i on  and  sedimencac ion ,  and 
WHEREAS,   all   rivers   proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive   sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  creating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  ic  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management   techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of   providing  amounts  of  water 

equal,  to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  chat  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  ciclzens  Co  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  che 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  OF:  //-//ir/rJ ^  ^^<.<.   

■^Chi  ef  EUcte'd'Of  f  icial 
DATE  :  ^y^'Jf^  
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of   great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi nera I  1 zi ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  1 e y ,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is   the  responsibility  of  each  community   in  the  Watershed   to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   Che  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  xnr  . 

-^ers   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    inr  h 
-r:chn,enc   changing  che  b.ol  . 

8     8  Che  biology  of   the  Reservoir,  possibl 

-..entation.  an.  -—a.sing 

-  — ion  Of  a  Cass  o 
supply  into  a  Class  A  B  or  C  water 

A  IS  contrary  to  federal  .nH 

-"-.an  -  u„, 

radioactive  waste,  and 

WHEREAS,    cher^  ic 

IS  no  provision  for  treating  r 

'^'-eacing  Connecticut  River  water  nr. 

to  introducinst  it   in.  u 

*:ing  ic   into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir 
WHFRFac       u  'reservoir,  and 

""EREAS.   the  diversion  of  rivers  to  i 

"   '°  ^"'^'■"^^   ^he  water  supply  to  MWP. 

commonities  will  k« 

will   be  more  costlv  rh=.„ 

......  '  -~ 

proterr  ^''^^  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  rh» 

NOW,   THEREFORE     h»  , , 

'  ''^        resolved  that  we  call 

"■at   Cher.  „i i ,  communities  and  to  work  t„ 

"ill   not  be  diversion  of  the  Con  """k  to  assure 

Che  „i,,  '°"""-"""-r.  or  of  its 
'          "illers  and  the  Tull,  „,  ^ 

-'^-"V.  Che  Sodhur,    for  th  '  " 

water  Resources  Authority. 


SIGNED:  ^"^ 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DTVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVF.RS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera 1 1 zi ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  Increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  divercing  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  ConnecdcuC  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive   sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,  and,   In  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,   and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  Its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/CITY  OF  _   

_  '         '  .-)     1  ,i 


SIGNED:  —''-r-^ —  ^/^^c^'^^  W   'i-^^.'-i^C-f  JU'^^' 

Chief  Elected  Ottl/ia\ 


DATE :  / 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVF.RS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reml nera 1 1 zl ng 
agricultural    fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  Icy,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Conneccicut  River  Watershed   is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  che  Watershed  co  enhance 

cheir  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Conneccicut  River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-el eccric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  Conneccicut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   che  Conneccicut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  concaminacion 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  che  future,   necessitate  che  use 

of   che  Conneccicut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  diversion  of  Conneccicut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  Che  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eut r I f icat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,   and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

conununi t ie s  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,   forest  management,   and  local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 


SIGNED: 


TOWN /CITY  QPr 


Chief  Elected  Official 


£ 


DATE: 
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AN  OFFTCIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THK  STATE'S  RIVF.RS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reml nera 1 i zl ng 
agricultural    fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Val  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is   the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  Increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  In 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  Into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHKREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eut ri f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,   and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  creaclng  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MVTRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,  state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  cicizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


CHi^f^TTeTTed^fHcial      Cl^a^i^^i^CCT^ ^  3ocx^0    /)  S^^^^T^-v 


DATE :  14lO^ 
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Massachusetts  Steering  Coninuttee 
on  the  Connecticut  River 


May  1  ,  _^  ^ 


Dear  Cc«wnis5io««rs; 


^  ^  .n^.    .Here  Been  tUcu...on  tHr^^^^  i^t.f.HrrJ.r 

R..ers  to  the  Quubbvn  ^^e  be  a  pubUc  meeHng  on 

r  jr^-ri;^:  {r.;."'-.^.;::  HtrsTnS.''..^.  ..oo  -  ..^ .... 

i„  o^»uTon  to  d.ver^.on.     The  R,^,  W  the  Clean 

Ma»W~».tfs  Steer.nj  Co^n.ttee        ^^"^  atto^hed  ."odel  r«o- 

may  have  ahaixt  dxv^vsxon. 

■  ■  isstiC.      If  »«  can  be  0/  any 

in  this  importonr  issue. 
Thar^k  you  for  your  interest  m  rnis  f~ 

cwsistance,  please  let  us  know. 


'stevenD.  Johnson,  Chairman 
Massachusetts  Steering  Camittee 
On  The  Connecticut  River 


Bicl.  -  I 


in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  /ufi^re.  necessitate  the  use 


AS  OfTLCTAL  RISCLUTJCN  OPPOSJSQ  DIVERSIQS/  Of  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WUiEAS,   the  Comecticut  River  Watershed,    the  longest  of  New  fngrland's  rit-ero, 
is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  ground  water  supplies,   remineral i zing 
agricultural  fields,  creating  passive,  and  active  recreational  oppor- 
tunities and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Vblleiy,  and, 

the  Comecticut  Rivr  Khterahed  ia  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WIREKS,    it  is  the  responaibil  ity  of  each  caimmxnity  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  IKatershed  resources,  and 
\^HERIAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  production  of 

hifiro-electric  power,  and 
\MER£AS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

VHERIAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  mater  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

\iNEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  S  counties  and  100  cOBmumities , 
and 

MUREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full  reservoir  establiahea  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
VUERE\>S,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
VHER£AS,  the  mirterals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Sprir^  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut ,  and 
VHEREA^,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  ground  water  contamination 

in  Western  Alossacht^setts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WIRIAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lamprays  ahich  will  destroy  both  cold  and  luarm  uxater 

fish  there,  and 


r 
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HH£K£AS,  diversion  of  itxxters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  ivill    introduce  nutrient 
enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir ,  possibly  causing 
eutrification  and  sedimentation,  and 
W£R£A3,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class      or  Class  C  rivers  and 
the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,    the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 
WiIR£AS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  dixfersion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,    industrial  wost'e,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 
VAiEREAS ,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir ,  and 
\^iER£AS,   the  diversion  dir  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  \(WRA 

caawnunities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  supply,  and 
VHIRIAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management ,  and  local  Watershed 
protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal  to  the  proposed  diversions. 
NOIC,   THER^CRE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,  state  and 
federal   legislators  ani  other  concerned  citixena  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  pramtote  leah  detection  and  repair,  \uxter  conservation, 
forest  managment  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  l^assachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority  (MWSA)  conmmities  and  to  ojork  to  osdure  that  there  will 
not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,   the  Millers 
and  the  Tully,   or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Ubter  Resources  Authority/. 

COUmi  OF:       ^  HAMPDEN  ^  


Chief  ^eited  Official 
tATE:  May  7.  1986 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Conneccicut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    reml nera 1 i zi ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it   is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecclcuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   Into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut r i f i cat  I  on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase   the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  ic  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal   legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Conneccicut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachuseccs  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN/( 


SIGNED:  yJfhrPnt^  ^ 

Chief  ElVrfed  Of>/cial 


DATE: 


ASHFIELD.  MASSACHUSETTS 


SELECTMEN 


OFFICE  OF 


May  8,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 

125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 

Dear  Sirs: 

Enclosed  please  find  a  copy  of  the  resolution  voted  upon  and  passed 
at  the  regular  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen  held  on  May  5,  1986. 

We  appreciate  your  efforts  to  arrive  at  alternatives  for  increasing 
the  water  supply  to  eastern  Massachusetts  but  due  to  many  local  pressing 
issues,  we  cannot  state  that  we  will  attend  the  meeting  scheduled  for 
June  3,  1986.    If  our  schedule  should  permit  us  to  do  so,  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Town  of  Ashfield  will  attend. 

Due  to  the  fact  that  our  board  consists  of  only  one  member  for  a  period 
of  several  weeks,  we  simply  passed  the  "model  resolution"  forwarded  to  us 
so  that  the  chairman  could  sign  prior  to  leaving  on  a  much  needed  vacation 
from  his  duties.    At  this  time,  passage  of  said  resolution  by  the  board 
is  all  that  we  could  accomplish  to  state  our  objections. 


Very  truly  yours. 


ASHFIELD  BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 


Thomas  S.  Carter,  Selectman 


TSC:emw 


Enc-  1 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,    Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,    the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi ne ra 1 i z i ng 
agricuicural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it   is   the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed   is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due   Co  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  5  counties  and  iOO  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 


WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut ri f icat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivars   proposed  for  diversion  are  Class   B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class   B  or  C  water 

supply   into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there   is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut   River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management   techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 


NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it   resolved  that  we  call    upon  our  local    officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,    forest  management,   and   local  Watershed 


protection  measures  have   the  potential    of  providing  amounts  of  water 


equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 


SIGNED: 


TOWN /CITY 


Chief  Elected  Official  Robert  RobertSOfl 

Chairman.  Boar-d  of  Selectmen.  Ashfield 
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TOWN  OF  HUNTINGTON 

HUNTINGTON.  MASSACHUSETTS 

0  10  5  0 


Mav  12,  1986 


f^onnecticut  "iver  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
12'=>  '^omhs  ^oad 
"^asthamnton,  010  2  7 


"e :     niversion  of  State  "divers 


f^entlemen : 


Enclosed  please   '^ind  Resolution  in  Opposition 
to  the  above  entitled  matters.     We  fully  support  your 
efforts  in  this  regard  and  have  forwarded  a  copy  of 
this  letter  and  resolution  to  our  State  Representatives. 


"erv  trin.v  vours, 


^^•eorge  We***^, 


rhair 

Board  of  Selectmen 


Enc, 


cc :  "ep.  Johnathan  Healy 
Sen.  Linda  MElconian 
•^ov.   ^ichael  Dukakis 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,    remi ne ra I i z i ng 
agricultural   fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing   increased  use  and 

competition   for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it    is   the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut   River  Watershed  is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due   to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will    decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  wacer  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greacer  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of   the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  wacer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusec cs  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,    in  the  future,   necessitate  the  use 

of   the  Connecticut   River  and   its   tributaries   for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  di  version  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  wacer 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of  waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eut r 1 f i cat i on  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  alt   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,   industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  of   rivers   to  increase   the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,   forest  management,   and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of   providing  amounts  of  water 

equal   to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal   legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 

TOWN/CITY  OF:     ^r^\  ^  Tr,       \^")t>!.S  .  

SIGNED:       J^.....^  d^^g^.y^.^ 
Chief  fleeted  Official 

DATE  :  ^iVV--..  'T-/^.'  
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TOWN  OF  HAMPDEN 
BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTTON  OPPOSING  DTVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed,   the   longest  of   New  England's  rivers. 


IS  a  natural    resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   remi nera 1 i z i ng 
agricultural    fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and 


WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it    is   the   responsibility  of   each  community   in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical   to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  the  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  flood  waters  of   the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,   predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contaminarion 


WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  Into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
may  introduce   lampreys  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 
fish  there ,  and 


in  Western  Massachusetts  may 


in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 


of    the  Connecticut   River  and 


its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 


Western  Massachusetts,  and 


0 
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WHEREAS,   diversion  of   waters   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will    introduce  nutrient 
enrichment   changing  the  biology  of   the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 
eut ri f icat ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,   all    rivers   proposed   for  diversion  are  Class   B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 
the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the  introduction  of   a  Class  B  or  C  water 
supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 
urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 
radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it   into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  of   rivers  to  increase   the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will   be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 
increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of   leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,   forest  management,  and   local  Watershed 
protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 
equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  we  call   upon  our  local   officials,   state  and 
federal    legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repair,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local   Watershed  protection  within  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  to  work  to  assure 
that   there  will   not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the  Merrimack  River  or  its 
tributary,   the  Sudbury,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


TOWN /CITY  OF:  HAMPDEN 
SIGNED 


"Chief   Elected  Of'fic^ 


DATE:  MAY  7,  1986 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,    tIA  01027 


CONNECTICUT  TOWNS,   OFFICIALS,   ORGANIZATIONS  &  INDIVIDUALS 
OPPOSING  CONNECTICUT  RIVER  DIVERSION 
6/30/86 


Tovns 

Chester  Conservation  Commission,  CT 
Cromwell,  CT 
Deep  River,  CT 

East  Windsor  &  East  Windsor  Conservation  Commission,  CT 
Hartford,  CT 
Lyme,  CT 

Old  Lyme  Conservation  Commission,  CT 
Old  Lyme  Planning  Commission,  CT 
Old  Saybrook,  CT 

Old  Saybrook  Zoning  Commission,  CT 
Portland,  CT 

Portland  Inland  Wetlands  Commission,  CT 
Rocky  Hill,  CT 

Rocky  Hill  Inland  Wetlands  &  Watercourse  Agency,  CT 
South  Windsor,  CT 
Suffield,  CT 
Windsor  Locks,  CT 


State  and  Federal  Officials 
U.  S.   Senator  Lowell  Weicker 
U.S.   Rep.   Sam  Gejdenson 
U.  S.  Rep.  Nancy  Johnson 
U. S.   Rep.   Barbara  Kennelly 
U.  S.   Rep.   Stewart  McKinney 
U.  S.   Rep.   Bruce  Morrison 
U.  S.   Rep.   John  Rowland 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality,   State  of  CT 

Douglas  Lloyd,   Commissioner,   CT  Dept.   of  Health  Services 

State  Rep.   Irving  J.   Stolberg,   Minority  Leader,   CT  House  of  Representatives 
State  Sen.   Eric  Benson,   Co-Chair,   Environment  Committee,   CT  Legislature 
State.   Rep.   John  Tiffany,   Co-Chair,   Environment  Committee,   CT  Legislature 

Organizations 

Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments 
Connecticut  Forest  &  Park  Association 
Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment 
Connecticut  River  Assembly 

Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 

Connecticut  River  Gateway  Commission 

Deep  River  Sportsman's  Club 

Glastonbury  Sportsman's  Association 

Green  Thumb  Garden  Club,   Weathersf ield 

Lyme  Land  Conservation  Trust 
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Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Middlesex  County  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District 

Middletown  Yacht  Club 

flidstate  Regional  Planning  Agency 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc. 

Sierra  Club,   Connecticut  Chapter 

Year  Round  Garden  Club,   Weathersf ieid 

Individuals 

Edward  &  Edith  Armstrong,    Haddam,  CT 

John  Biddiscombe,   Hiddletown,  CT 

nr.    &  Mrs.    n.   G.    Burford,   Haddam,  CT 

Elisabeth  Gordon  Chandler,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Robert  &  Hary  Gadbois,   East  Lyme,  CT 

Laci  de  Gerenday,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Katy  Golec,   Hoodus,  CT 

Barron  Gouriay,    Lyme,  CT 

William  Gray,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Ward  L.   Johnson,   Jr. ,   Essex,  CT 

David  Littlefieid,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

George  &  Judith  HcGinness,   West  Hartford,  CT 

Leif  Nilsson,   Chester,  CT 

Hrs.   Wilson  Russell,   Hadlyme,  CT 

Judith  Schaff,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Hrs.   Gregory  Smith,   Old  Lyme,  CT 

Waiter  J.   &  Hary  Elizabeth  Scott,   Portland,  CT 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RF/ER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 

maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 


ORGANI Z ATION :         0 ^.  /  /  "  il^ > 


TOWN/.^ffif  OF;  (^Ll.-U/^  ,  ,  

SIGNED: 

CHIEF  ELECTED  OFF ICIA^^/ CHAIRMAN 
DATE:  (^1^  jf'L  
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,-  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers- of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS , 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 
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^HERZAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 


detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANI Z ATION :  Cromwell  Board  of  Selectmen  

TOWN/CITY  OF;  Cromwell,  CT   


SIGNED: 


B.  Amenta,  First  Select 


DATE: 


CHIE^  ELECTED  OFFICIAL /CHAIRMAN 

June   16.  1986  
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DEEP  RIVER.  CONNECTICUT  06417 


TOWN  OF  DEEP  RIVER 


SELECTMAN'S  OFFICE 


June  4 , 


1986 


Denise  Schlener 

Conn.   Director  -Conn  River  Watershed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,   Ct .  0610 

Dear  Ms.  Schlener: 

On  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  our  town  I  would  like  to 
go  on  record  as  opposing  any  diversion  of  the  Conn- 
ecticut River  waters  in  Northfield,   Ma.     Although  there 
is  no  way  to  predict  the  lasting  effects  of  this  plan, 
I  feel  the  chance  of  serious  consequences  is  great. 
There  are  many  factors  involved,   to  mention  a  few: tides, 
scouring  effect  of  high  water  in  the  spring,   shad  runs, 
dock  levels,  meadows  and  effects  of  ice  in  winter. 
Perhaps  a  serious  attempt  to  repair  water  leaks  in  the 
cities  served  by  the  system  would  preclude  the  need  for 
this  diversion. 

I  join  our  Attorney  General  and  the  other  Connecticut 
River  Communities  in  registering  opposition  to  this  plan 

Sincerely, 


RRS/dp 


cc : 


Patricia  Corcoran,   Project  Director 
Robert  Blair,    1st  Selectman 
Chester 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  renineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
est2iblishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time ,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massac:husetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS, 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  2 let  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION:  

TOWN/ CITY  OF;  Tl :  '  r      '     - 7  /"^   

S IGNED :  7        ^         -Ty-^  .ir^  

CHIEF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL /CHAIRMAN 
DATE :   /f  ^.  


itaat  Minbear.  Ol0nnEcttcut 


aaujn  of 


INCORPORATED  MAY.  1768 
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BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN 

P  O.  SOX  366 
BROAD  BROOK.  CONNECTICUT  06016 


WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 

WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS , 


OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


the  Connecticut  River,   the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,   is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,   remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,   creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS,   adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 

maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,   the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,   and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,   state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communitites  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tr ibutar ies , the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority . 


URGANI ZATI ON :  Town  of  East  Windsor  &  East  Windsor  Conservation  Commission 
TOWN/CITY  OF:       East  Windsor     


SIGNED: 
SIGNED: 


DATE :       May  23,  1986 
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NATURAL  RESOURCES  COMMISSION 
TOWN  OF  AVON 
AVON,   CT  0  6  001 


Denise  Schlener 
CRWA  o 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  CT  06103 

Dear  Ms.  Schlener, 

The  Avon  Natural  Resources  Commission,  the  appointed  watch- 
dog of  the  environment  for  the  Town,  unalterably  opposes  diver- 
sion of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  supply  water  to  the 
Boston  area. 

Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  would  have  iirur.ense  and  far- 
reaching  damaging  effects  on  public  health,  water  supply,  rec- 
reation, commerce  and  on  the  ecology  of  both  the  Connecticut 
River  and  Long  Island  Sound. 

Furthermore,  the  Boston  water  supply  problem  can  be  rec- 
tified by  measureS^bther  than  diversion.     Foremost  of  these  are 
leak  detection  and  water  conservation  programs. 

By  this  letter,  we  request  that  the  views  of  this  Commission 
be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
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CITY  OF  HARTFORD 


SSO    MAIN  STACCT 


O 


HARTFORD.  CONNECTICUT  06I03 


Thirman  L  Milner,  Mayor 


Clerk 


Alphons«  S.  Marona.  Deputy  Mayor 

Norvel  Goff.  Maioriry  Leader 

Ben  F.  Andrews,  jr..  Minonty  Leader 


Sebastian  A.  Santigiia 


June  2  3  , 


1986 


Roger  B.  Ladd,  Councilman 
Carol  Ann  Mamn.  Counolwoman 
Thomas  B.  McBride.  Councilman 
Devonshire  A.  Mem,  Councilman 
Nancy  Melendei,  Counciiwoman 
Allan  B.  Taylor.  Councilman 


This  is  to  certify  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Court  of  Common  Council 
June  23,   1986,  the  following  RESOLUTION  was  passed. 

WHEREAS,  The  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  river  in  New 
England,  is  one  of  the  most  valuable  natural  resources  of  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  is 
considering  a  plan  to  divert  some  of  the  waters  of  the  Connecti- 
cut River  to  handle  the  projected  water  supply  needs  of  Metro- 
politan Boston;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  diversion  plan  would  have  an  adverse  effect  on 
our  entire  region  by  reducing  the  replenishment  and  annual 
flushing  of  aquifers;  by  the  increase  of  salt  water  in  the  lower 
reaches  of  the  river;  by  decreasing  sufficient  waters  to  dilute 
discharges  from  sewage  treatment  plants;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  diversion  plan  would  have  a  detrimental  effect 
on  the  fish  and  plant  life  of  the  river  by.  reducing  the  fresh- 
water that  is  necessary  for  the  spawning  of  the  salmon  and  shad 
which  populate  our  river;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  of  Hartford  is  presently  involved  in  a 
project  called  Riverfront  Recapture  in  an  effort  to  make  the 
Connecticut  Riverfront  that  borders  Hartford  a  safe  and  healthy 
employment,  housing  and  recreation  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  Governor  O'Neill,   on  behalf  of  the  residen-s  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut  has  already  gone  on  record  in  opposition  to 
this  diversion;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
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o     RESOLVED,  That  the  Mayor  and  the  Hartford  Court  of  Common 
Council,  on  behalf  of  our  residents,  go  on  record  as  being 
adamantly  opposed  to  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River; 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the 
Governors  of  the  States  of  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts,  the 
Attorneys  General  of  both  states  and  the  Departments  of  Environ- 
mental Protection,  as  well  as  to  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority,  and  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council. 


Attest: 


Copies  to:  City  Manager,  Riverfront  Recaputure  Inc.,   Public  Works 
Dir.,  Governor  O'Neill,  Governor  Dukakis,  A-torney 
General  Lieberman,  Attorney  General  Beilctri,   State  DE? , 
Executive  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs  of  Mass.,  Div. 
of  Water  Resources  of  Mass.,  Conn.  River  Watershed  Counc 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


V?HEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
esteiblishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished-  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS; 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANI Z  ATION  X    /}  ^  

TOWN/ ciT^  oYJ/f^y.  ^:^^/»^>6ve^ 

SIGNED '^^^^fJ^K^Jl/rA^^jj^."    Ki-  ALtL^^   /ja        ^Mtd .11/^*/^ 

C^^^EF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL/CHAIRpIj^  ^ 


V 


UN  pyriciAL  Rgsoirrriow  opposing  PivgRSioy 

or  THZ  COyfKZCTICUT  RIVgR 

WHZREXS/  th«  Connecticut  Rlv«r,  th«  long%»t  of  K«v  England 
rlv«rB,  is  a  natural  raaourca  of  graat  atatura  and 
producas  significant  sconoaic  banafits  by  raplanishing 
groundvatar  supplias,  ra&inaralizing  agricultural 
fialds,  craating  passiva  and  activa  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  ajaenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  end 


KKERXAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
conpetition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  •ach  comunity  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  drasatic  retuzri 
of  Atlantic  salBon  and  American  shad  due  to  Inorpnuing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  vater  during  peak  flovs  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  vater  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  vater  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 

Kaasachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished,  freshwater  flov  dovnstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


V 


WHEREAS,  adequate  suppliea  of  freshvatar  ara  crucial  to 

maintaining  a  productive  actuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 

VsHERZAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  2l8t  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORG ANI Z ATION :  /?fMrtl/.1.-rM>^<^   

TOWN/CITY  OT  ^ j^J^J^^jf^^^     OT    O  ^  21  I  

CHiiBF  StiBG'TDq^  QmCU>iL/ CHAIRMAN 
DATE:   3  /r^/  


JLM  OFFICIAL  RZSOUTTIOiy  0PP08IKG  DIVISION 


WHEREAS,  th«  Corm«ctlcut  Riv«r,  thm  longtit  of  K«w  England'* 
rlvsrs,  is  a  natural  resourcs  of  graat  statura  and 
produces  significant  sconoaic  banafits  by  raplanishing 
groundwater  supplies,  resineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  ^ach  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  retuzri 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  InnTf flying 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peaX  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished,  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS , 


adequate  tuppllAs  of  fr*shvat«r  ar«  crucial  to 
■aintaining  a  productiva  aatuary,  tha  nuraeiy  for  aany 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  2l8t  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANI Z ATION :      Q  \  oi  \- vj^>rA ^    C  ^-"^^  ^\cv^vr>\v^a^  fi^c\^0^^^'b>'^ ^ O^A 

TOWN/GJTY  OF:   C> \  A  \- v.4^^rN(^ (2.  o  r^A  • 

SIGNED:  ^  ^ 


.         ClllCr  CLCCTCD  Orr I GIAL/ CHAIRMAN 


DATE:        ^'a.  \  c^^*^. 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  reaineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  draunatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peeJc  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening,  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS, 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 


detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities'  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION;        BOARD  OF  SELECTMEN  


TOWN/ CITY 


SIGNED: 


CHIEF  K 


Old  Savbrorc 


CTED  0FFICIi6./CHAIBMAN  Barbara  J.  Maynard 


DATE: 


6/19/Bf^ 


First  Selectwoman 


i 


338 
□  Id 
Ct . 


Main  Street 

Saybrook 

0647S 


June  3f 


1986 


Ms.   Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  St.   8th  Fldor 
Boston,   Ma.  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

At   its  regular  meeting  held  on  June  2,    1986,   the  Old 
Saybrook  Zoning  Commision,   voted  to  oppose  any  diversion  of 
the  Connecticut  River   for  use  in  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  in 
Massachusetts.   Not  only  would  there  be  an  adverse 
environmental   impact  upon  the  shoreline  communities  below 
the  proposed  diversion,   but  additionally  it  would  be  settin 
a  precedent   for  other  states  to  take  water   for  their  needs 
from  the  Connecticut  River   in  the  future. 

We  urge  the  Massachusetts  Metropolitan  District 
Commission  to  find  other  solutions  to  its'  water  problems 
which  do  not  adversely  affect  people  living  in  adjoining 
states. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Phyl 1  is  P.    Fol som 
Chai  rman 

Old  Saybrook  Zoning  Commmission 


cc : 


Ct .   River  Watershed  Council 


TOWN  OF  PORTLAND 


265  MAIN  STREET 
PORTLAND,  CONNECTICUT  06480-0071 
PHONE:  342-2880 


OFFICE  OF  THE  FIRST  SELECTMAN 


June  18,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  CT  06103 

Dear  Sir: 

Please  find  an  official  resolution  opposing 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

The  Board  of  Selectmen  opposes  the  concept  of 
a  diversion. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Paul  N.  Swanson 
First  Selectman 


i 


TOWN  OF  PORTLAND 

265  MAIN  STREET 
PORTLAND,  CONNECTICUT  06480-0071 
PHONE:  342-2880 


OFFICE  OF  THE  FIRST  SELECTMAN 

AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's  rivers,  is  a  natural 
resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant  economic  benefits  by 
replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural  fields, 
creating  passive  and  active  recreational  opportunities  and  providing 
aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and  competition  for 
this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley  to  enhance  its  natural  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return  of  Atlantic 
salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet  per  second  or 
greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for 
diverting  water  at  any  time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion  will  allow 
salt  water  to  travel  farther  upstream  threatening  well  fields  which 
the  Town  of  Portland  will  soon  be  testing  for,  and 
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WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintaining  a 
productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species  of  fish,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,  state 
and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with 
responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs, 
water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within 
the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  comnuni ties  and  to  work 
to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of 
its  tributaries,  Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 


water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection 
measures  will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan  Boston's 
needs  into  the  21st  century. 


ORGANIZATION: 


Board  of  Selectman 


TOWN/CITY  OF: 


Portland 


SIGNED: 


CHIEF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL/CHAIRMAN 


DATE: 


June  11,  1986 


S 
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AN  OrnCIAL  RgSOUJTIOW  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  COHKECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHERiAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  liBited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
estaiblishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstreaua  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS, 


adequate  suppliss  of  frcahvatar  ara  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productiva  aatuary,  tha  nuraary  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  lealc 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Hetropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leeiX  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION:  /tVtV^v^^  ( ^w/^  iJ-O'l ^-^/^  C^/^/i^ 
TOWN/ CITY  dYy  ^  ' 

SIGNED: 

DATE: 
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A  Proud  Past . 


699  OLD  MAIN  STREET 
P  O  BOX  557 
TELEPHONE  (2031  5i€s3-145I 


4  Brighc  FuCtire 


June  5,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  ResourcHr;  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  MA  02108 

RE:     Connecticut  River  DiversTon 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  Open  Space  and  Conservation  Commission,  acting  as  the  Inland  Wetlands 
and  Watercourses  Agency  for  the  Town  of  Rocky  Hill,   is  concerned  about  the 
proposed  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  and  is  opposed  to  this 
diversion  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  potential  decrease  in  water  quality  in  the  Connecticut  River  and  its 
effect  on  ground  water  and  wildlife. 

2.  The  reduction  in  cleansing  of  the  river  bottom  and  recharging  of  the 
ground  water  table. 

3.  The  reduction  in  silt  deposits  on  the  Rocky  Hill  meadows  and  flood  plains 
which  are  primarily  farmlands  and  an  important:  agricultural  resource. 

We  trust  you  will  preserve  the  environmental  quality  of  the  lower  Connecticut 
River  Valley. 

Sincerely, 

Walter  Coughlin,  Chairman 

Open  Space  and  Conservation  Commission 

rwo 

cc:     Connecticut  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
Conrecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
Connecticut  River  AL;sembly 


c 


c 


1540  SULLIVAN  AVENUE  •  SOUTH  WINDSOR.  CONN.  06074 

AREA  CODE  203/644-2511 


RICHARD  J  SARTOR 
Town  Manager 


June   4,  1986 


Ms.    Patricia  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20   Somerset  Street 

Boston,    Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Please   find  enclosed  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  South  Windsor 
Town  Council  on  June   2,    1986,    opposing   the  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River   for   the  purpose   of   supplementing   the  water 
supplies  distributed  by   the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Author  ity . 

Very  truly  yours, 

Ricnard  J.  -Sartor 
Town  ManagajT 

RJS/ml 

cc:      Denise  Schlener 

yet.   River  Watershed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,    Ct.  06103 

Thomas  Morrissey 

Dept.   of   Environmental  Protection 
Water  Compliance  Unit 
165  Capitol  Avenue 
Hartford,    Ct.  06106 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF 

THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,       The  Connecticut  River,   the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural  fields, 
creating  passive  and  active  recreational  opportunities 
and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  residents 
of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley;  and 

WHEREAS,       The  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use 
and  competition  for  this  limited  resource;  and 

WHEREAS,       it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 

Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural  resources; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS/       diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any  time; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring 
flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut;  and 

WHEREAS,       diminished  freshewater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion 
will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther  upstream 
threatening  well  fields  along  the  River;  and 

WHEREAS,       adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintain- 
ing a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species 
of  fish;  and 


WHEREAS,       the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection 
and  repair,  water  conservation,   forest  management,  and 
local  watershed  protection  measures  will  provide 
sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan  Boston's  needs  into 
the  21st  century. 


r 


r 


NOW,   THEREFORE,    BE   IT  RESOLVED 


that  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  opposes  the  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority   (MWRA) ;  and 


that  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  hereby  urges  local 
officials,   state  and  federal  legislators  and  other 
concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and 
repairs,  water  conservation,   forest  management  and 
local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority   (MWRA)   communities  and  work 
to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  correct  and  true  copy  of 
a  resolution  approved  by  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  at  a 
Regular  Meeting  held  June  2,  1986. 


Dated  at  South  Windsor,  Connecticut  this  3rd  day  of  June,  1986. 


BE   IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED 


Clerk  of  the  Council 


r 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  emd 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished-  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


r 
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WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  etnd  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
commiinities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 


ORGANIZATION;  (2^7U<Wt>'^^  C^yTxyn^Zi'LJ^ 
TOWN/ CITY  OF:   S^^^^JJlQ.,  CT. 


SIGNED;  QidL^  P^CL^£i^   Cg^C^I^.-^  C.d.) 


CHIEF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL /CHAIRMAN 
DATE: 
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AN  OryiCIAL  RgSOLUTIOW  OPPOSIMG  DIVZR5IQN 
OF  THE  CONNZCTICUT  RIVZR 


WHEREAS,  thm  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  reaineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resoxirce,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cxibic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters. 6f  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished,  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 


1 
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r 
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WHEREAS, 


adec[uate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,   forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 


ORGANIZATION: 


SIGNED: 


1^, 

CHIEF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL /CHAIRMAN 

date:   "7^^  .    /  9P  ^ 
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til  UMTTTTI  t«Mr>4M  04404 

Om  Comwuii  Cutm  OtiQ} 

Tou  l-40M4Z-«l2t 

WATMBURV 
100  Otm  ImiT  0*792 

T«u  Ma  MOMIl-aiM 


Ms.  Denlsa  Schelener 
Regional  Director 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06103 


Dear  Ms.  Schlener: 

I  am  writing  to  inform  you  of  my  strong  opposition  to  the 
Connecticut  River  diversion  plan  proposed  by  the  state  of 
Massachusetts.     I  believe  this  proposal  is  short-sighted  and 
represents  an  unwise  approach  to  water  resource  management. 

Although  eastern  Massachusetts  may  have  long  term  water  supply 
problems,  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  is  only  one  of 
several  ways  that  future  water  supply  needs  can  be  met.  Before 
any  diversion  plan  is  considered,  the  state  of  Massachuetts 
should  implement  aggressive  conservation  measures  and  take  other 
action  to  insure  that  current  supplies  are  not  being  wasted.  I 
am  not  convinced  that  the  stats  has  yet  corrected  leak  and  repair 
problems  or  implemented  watershed  management  practices  that  would 
greatly  diminish  any  future  supply  shortfall  problems. 

The  proposed  diversion  of  up  to  375  million  gallons  of  water  per 
day  during  peak  flow  periods  would  have  a  devastating  impact  on 
the  environment  of  the  lower  Connecticut  River  basin.     It  should 
be  noted  that  70  sewage  treatment  plants  discharge  treated 
wastewaters  into  the  river  and  its  tributaries  below  the  site  of 
the  proposed  diversion.     The  withdrawal  of  such  a  great  quantity 
of  freshwater  would  dramatically  degrade  water  quality  in  this 
portion  of  the  river. 

Other  threats  to  the  environment  posed  by  the  diversion  plan 
include  the  possible  intrusion  of  saltwater  into  riverside  wells 
in  the  lower  reaches  of  the  riverbasin.     In  addition,  the 
diversion  will  reduce  replenishment  and  flushing  of  aquifers 
along  the  river,  and  could  devastate  the  Atlantic  salmon  and  shad 
fisheries  in  the  Connecticut  river. 


r 


r 


JUN     3    •  3S    1  1  : as       LEI  CK£R  DC 


h3E . 32 


Please  be  assured  that  I  am  prepared  to  work  with  the  Connecticut 
River  Watershed  Council  to  prevent  the  implementation  of  the 
river  diversion  plan. 

Since 


Lowell  Welcker,  Jr. 
United  States  Senator 
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CONGRESS  OF  THE  UNTTHD  STATES 

^^WiS<lNCiTON.  D.C.  20515 
June   3.  ).^56 


Ms.   Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

ProiecC  Manager  ►^„^•frv 
Ml.a^chusetts  water  Resources  AaChority 

20  Somerset  Street  -.-.^j. 
Boston,   Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

^.yT  <;ti-ona  oopoalcion   to  the 
we  are  i^riting  to  express  our  strong  opp  proposal 

M.-sachus«tts  U.ter  '^^f^^^^^^^J^^^°^  River       Diversion  of 
to  divert  water  from  ^^^^^^^^^^^^ '^i3"\fj::;es .ary  to  »eet 
water  fro«  the  5°"«^^i^;^^/^^:d8  and  would  cau.e  severe 
Massachtisetc'a   future  water  neeas 
en-virooaeotal  harm  to  the  River. 

J  MVJRA  oroDOsal.  water  would  be  diverted 

AS  Tou  know,   ^"^«^^^^J,^J\^'the  Sulbbln  Re.ervoir.  which 
froa  the  Connecticut  ""^p  co  375  million  gallons 

supplies  water   to  tha  Boston  area.     ^Jj^^   '^^^  ^iver  at 

per  day  would  be  withdrawn  vhenever  the  ^^^^^d. 

Lntague.  Massachusetts  ^^^^'^^^^  ,  ^ear,  generally 

This   flow  rate  occurs  approximately  SO  days  per  yea   ,  s 

during  the  spring  aonth*. 

Th.  dlmiat.hed  flov  .suiting  *ro.  th.  Ts''^" 
water  (quality  would  decline. 

Over  the  past  twenty  years  Connecticut  and  M«^sschuse t t .  have 
llVc  great  «trid.s  In  cleaning  up  the  Connecticut  Riv  r       If  we 
continue   to  work  together  we  can  further  it^prove   th«  quality  of 


•»A«Mi»*«TOH  O^'CKi  NORWICH  C^i«*:  ^tCcmTSrmrT 

W.«m^™..  O.C.    W11»  hH*.«ai  C«««rTKWT    (MM  I",aii4».ntl 

<*>«>  Ut-MM  <*"^ 

TwtacTAriQNcwY  f»«(NTcn  ON  FAPCR  MA05  wiTM  RCCYCLKO  p-tacws 
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if.    CO  MVIRA 
6/3/86 
Page  2 

of   Che   River.     It  vould  be  a  shame   for   chc8e  efforts   Co  be 
cancelled  ouc  by  che  negaclve  effects   of  a  divsrsioa.  Ve 
scrongly  urge  the  MWRA  co  reject   the  divcrsiou  propoaal  and 
further  investigate  other  vater  supply  alcernacivcs  such  as 
conservation,    leak  detection  and   repair,   and  watershed  mana geTseut . 


S  iocarely , 


Meobttr  of  Congress 


06-03-86 


MON 


12:38:42 
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NANCY  L  JOHNSON 

•TM  OlSTWCT  COMXCnCUT 
t  ;  9  CAMMOm  moum  0»»ici  Buiumn 

W41HIMT0M.  0  C.  206  19 

TiupwJM:  1202)  225-44  78 


OtSTIBCT  O^nCtS: 
40  S0UT14  HIOH  StmCT 
Ntw  aurrun.  CT  0609  1 
(ToufMI  l-80O-J«2-0021) 
TlUPMOUt  (203)  223-8412 

92  HIOM  STKICT 
EnntLO.  CT  OtOtl 


^ouf^e  of  Efpres(entatibes{ 
aiafif)ington,  B.C.  20315 


COMMITTEE  ON 
PU8UC  WORKS  AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

sueccMMrmi 

INVtSTlGATlONS  AMO  OVWSIGmT 

ECONOMIC  DEv^!.opM£^rr 

COMMITTEE  ON 
VrrERANS-  AFFAIRS 

sutcoMKirr'EfS 
OVERSIGKT  AMO  iNVtS"nGATIONS 
HOSPITALS  AND  HtALTM  CAfl6 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON 
CHILOREN,  YOUTH.  ANO  FAMIUES 


June  2,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
c/o  Russell  L.  Post,  Jr.  Esquire 
Cuiranings  and  Lockwood 
Hartford,  Ct.  06103 

Dear  Friends: 

As  the  Representative  in  Congress  for  the  Sixth  District 
of  Connecticut,  I  have  made  a  considerable  effort  to  preserving 
the  East  Branch  of  the  Farmington  River  for  future  generations 
and,  as  a  member  of  the  House  Public  Works  and  Transportation 
Committee,  have  worked  hard  on  reauthorization  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act   (Clean  Water  Act)   so  advanced 
wastewater  treatment  may  proceed  on  schedule.     Thus,   I  was 
very  concerned  to  learn  of  the  proposal  to  divert  the 
water  to  the  cities  and  towns  served  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority. 

The  Connecticut  River,  like  the  Farmington,  the  Housatonic, 
and  hundreds  of  other  New  England  rivers,  is  an  important 
regional  resource  that  should  not  be  treated  as  if  it  were 
a  private  possession.     As  others  will  describe  in  detail,  the 
Connecticut  River  is  critical  for  recharging  aquifers  along  its 
course,   for  plants,  and  for  maintaining  a  healthy  and  productive 
estuary  near  Long  Island  Sound. 

I  strongly  believe  that  any  significant  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River  would  be  shortsighted  and  not  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  region's  environmental  quality  or  public 
health.     Over  the  last  fifteen  years,   federal  and  state 
governments  have  spent  far  too  much  money  on  river  cleanup 
to  see  it  ignored  in  1986.     We  are  making  noticeable  gains 
in  water  pollution  control  and  I  feel  it  would  be  ill  advised 
to  divert  the  Connecticut  River  and  upset  the  delicate  balance 
that  it  provides  to  our  regional  environment. 
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I  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  join  my  colleagues  in 
opposing  this  diversion  plan  and  note  with  pleasure  Governor 
Dukakis'  announced  opposition  as  well. 


Very  trulv  yours, 

Nanc^L.  Johnson 
Memtrer  of  Congress 


NLJ:rl 
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BARBARA  B.  KENNELLY 

'ST  )1S"WCT  CONNECTICUT 


COMMlTTtt  OM 
W*rS  ANO  MIAM* 


SUBCOMMirnS: 
SEL£CT  REVENUE  WEASUKCS 
»U8LlC  ASSISTANCE  ANO 
UNEMPLOTMtNT  COMPENSATION 


UM  LONGWOWTVi  auiLOMa 
WASMMC^ON   X  20tlt 
I2CZ1  22S-23M 

4  50  MAjN  sT^trr 

HA/TTTOHO,  CT  06  I OJ 

aOJI  722-23I3 
FTS  (203)  ]44-23«3 


Congress  of  the  lanitd  States 

blouse  of  IUprtsmatit3ts 
HDashington,  BC  20515 


STATEMENT  OF  U.S.  REPRESENTATIVE  BARBARA  B.  KENNEILY 

TO  THE 

MASSACHUSETTS  WATER  RESOURCES  AUTHORITY 
JUNE  3,  1986 


I  strongly  urge  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to 
reject  the  recommendations  of  its  consultants  concerning  the  diversion  of  up 
to  375  million  gallons  of  water  per  day  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  in- 
crease the  water  supplies  of  eastern  Massachusetts. 

This  recommendation  is  based  on  inadequate  examination  of  the 
potentially  adverse  effects  of  the  diversion  on  the  downstream  watershed, 
particularly  on  the  State  of  Connecticut.    These  effects  are  numerous  and 
could  result  in  significant  environmental  damage  to  the  water  supply,  water 
quality  and  fisheries  preservation  efforts  in  the  lower  Connecticut  River.  A 
project  with  as  far  reaching  effects  as  this  diversion  project  should  not  go 
forward  without  a  full  and  extremely  careful  study  of  the  environmental 
questions  involved.  '.i 

Among  the  issues  not  studied  fully  in  the  consultants'  report  is 
the  effect  a  diminished  flow  will  have  on  reducing  the  annual  flushing  and 
replenishment  of  acquifers  along  the  river.    Reduced  flows  could  also  lead  to 
salt  water  intrusion  in  riverside  walls  in  the  lower  reaches  of  the  River. 
In  addition,  over  seventy  sewage  treatment  plants  discharge  wastewaters  into 
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Che  Connecticut  and  its  tributaries  below  the  proposed  diversion;  without 
sufficient  freshwater  flows,  the  River  may  not  adequately  dilute  the  wastewa- 
ter and  acceptable  water  quality  could  not  be  maintained.     Likewise,  re- 
duction of  the  freshet  in  the  Spring  may  mean  the  buildup  of  sludge  deposits 
on  the  River  bottom  and  greater  growth  of  algal  blooms.    Furthermore,  a 
diminished  freshwater  flow  could  disrupt  the  Atlantic  salmon  restoration 
program  if  there  is  not  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  to  maintain  a  produc- 
tive estuary  and  to  provide  a  distinctive  plume  by  which  the  anadramous  fish 
could  home  in  on  their  spawning  grounds . 

The  improvement  of  the  quality  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the 
restoration  of  the  Atlantic  salmon  to  the  area  were  achieved  through  signifi- 
cant investment  and  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  the  Connecticut 
River  Watershed.    These  accomplishments  should  not  be  Jeopardized  when  there 
are  less  environmentally  damaging  alternatives  available  to  meet  the  needs  of 
eastern  Massachusetts,  such  as  conservation,  leak  detection  and  repair, 
watershed  protection,  and  forest  management. 

Again,  I  urge  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  look 
to  alternatives  which  will  not  cause  environmental  damage  outside  the  eastern 
Massachusetts  region  and  to  reject  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut 
River . 
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Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


Dear  Ms .  Corcoran • 


I  am  writing  today  to  express  my  concern  over  the  Connecticut  River  diversion 
proposal.    While  my  congressional  district  does  not  include  the  Connecticut  River,  I 
nonetheless  have  a  deep  commitment  to  preserving  our  state's  irreplaceable  natural 
resources.    This  issue  is  vital  to  the  health  and  commercial  interests  of  many 
residents  of  the  state  of  Connecticut. 

Under  the  Connecticut  River  proposal,  water  would  be  diverted  from  the  river  to  the 
Northeast  Utilities'  Northfield  Pumped  Storage  station  in  Northfield,  Massachusetts, 
then  on  to  the  Ouabbin  Reservoir  which  serves  Boston.    Up  to  375  mill  ion  gal  Ions  per 
day  could  be  withdrawn  whenever  the  flow  of  the  river  at  Montague,  Massachusetts, 
exceeds  17,000  cubic  feet  per  second.    This  flow  rate  occurs  approximately  80  days  per 
year,  usually  during  the  spring  months. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  proposal  because  of  the  negative  impact  it  would  have  on  water 
supply  and  quality  as  well  as  fisheries.    With  over  70  sewage  treatment  plants 
discharging  treated  wastewaters  into  the  mainstream  and  tributaries  of  the  river  below 
Montague,  an  adequate  supply  of  freshwater  is  essential  both  to  dilute  these  wastes 
and  maintain  an  acceptable  water  quality.    The  increased  volume  of  water  during  the 
spring  months  helps  cleanse  the  river  bottom  of  sludge  deposits.    If  this  annual 
cleansing  period  were  eliminated  because  of  reduced  flows,  the  river  would  suffer 
ecological  degradation. 

A  diminished  flow  also  would  reduce  the  annual  flushing  of  aquifers  along  the 
Connecticut  River,  thereby  threatening  riverside  wells  in  the  lower  reaches  of  the 
river  with  salt  water  intrusion.    Finally,  a  reduced  freshwater  discharge  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Connecticut  River  in  Long  Island  Sound,  which  would  result  from  the  proposed 
diversion,  could  substantially  harm  the  Atlantic  salmon  restoration  project.  This 
project,  which  in  1983  won  congressional  approval  of  a  twenty-year,  four-state  compact 
with  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont  as  parties  to  the 
agreement,  should  not  be  endangered. 

I  urge  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  bear  in  mind  the  negative 
environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Connecticut  River  diversion.    On  the  basis  of 
the  above  reasons  I  recommend  the  rejection  of  this  proposed  alternative. 


Stewart  8.  McKinney,  M  .C 
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May   29,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
City  Place 
Hartford,   Ct.  06103 


Dear  Friends, 

I  am  writing  with  regards   to  the  proposal  presented  by  the 
Massachusetts  Water   Resources  Authority  which  would   divert  water 
from  the  Connecticut  River  into   the  Quabbin  Reservoir  and  then 
to  Boston. 

Although  I  am  sympathetic  with   the  needs  of   the  Metropolitan 
Boston  area,   I  am  also  concerned  with  the  effect   that  the 
proposed  water  diversion  would  have  on  the  water  supply  in 
Connecticut.      I  am  hopeful   that,   prior   to   reaching  a  decision, 
alternative  plans  would  be   studied   so   that   a  mutually 
satisfactory  agreement  can  be  achieved. 

I  would  request   that  the  MWRA  specifically  focus  on  the 
impact   that  this  diversion  would  have  on  the  supply  and  quality 
of  water  in  the  State  of  Connecticut.     A  lesser   flow  will  reduce 
the  replenishment  of  aquifers  along  the  river.     Riverside  wells 
will  also  be  affected  by  salt    water  entering  the  lower  part  of  the 
river.      In  addition,   I  am  fearful  that  a  reduced  water   flow  will 
not  be   sufficient   to  dilute   the  waste  which   stems   from  more  than 
70   sewage   treatment   plants  near   the   river.      Lastly,    I  believe 
that   the  diversion  would  create  an  unfavorable   climate   for  the 
many  species  of   freshwater  fish  in  the  river. 

In  closing,   let  me  again  request   that   the  MWRA  carefully 
review  alternative  plans  of   action   that  will   effectively  meet 
the  needs  of   the  Metropolitan  Boston  area  while  not  adversely 
impacting  their  neighbors   to  the  south. 


John   G.  Rowland 
Member  of  Congress 


JGR/mm 


STATE  OF  COSSECTICLT 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 


June  2,  1986 


PaCricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusects  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

"The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  --  a  Connecticut  state 
agency  that  advises  other  agencies  and  the  governor  on  environmental 
matters,  and  is  independent  of  the  Department  of  Environmental 
Protection  --  has  reviewed  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report.     At  its  meeting 
of  May  29,   1986  the  Council  voted  unanimously  to  urge  the  MWRA 
to  reject  the  Connecticut  River  diversion  alternative  as  a  source 
of  water  for  eastern  Massachusetts. 

It  appears  to  this  Council  that  the  suggested  diversion  would 
not  be  altogether  beneficial  even  to  Massachusetts,   as  the  quality 
of  Quabbin  Reservoir  would  be  certain  to  deteriorate.     The  Summary 
Report  dismisses  the  potential  for  significant  environmental  impacts 
in  the  Connecticut  River.     If  water  is  always  withdrawn  at  times  of 
high  water,   impacts  may  indeed  be  small   (though  not  insignificant). 
However,  at  times  of  high  water,  Quabbin  Reservoir  is  likely  also 
to  be  fairly  full  and  unable  to  accept  much  diverted  water.  Water 
would  be  most  needed  by  eastern  Massachusetts  when  water  levels 
are  low  everywhere.     The  impacts  of  diverting  water  during  periods 
of  lower  flow  are  not  examined  in  the  Summary  Report.     Most  alarming 
to  this  Council  is  the  fact  that  all  laws  regarding  withdrawls  would 
be  governed  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts;   in  the  case  of  a 
severe  drought,  the  need  for  water  could  be  so  great  that  the  Mass- 
achusetts legislature  would  be  persuaded  to  amend  the  law  to  allow 
diversion  at  the  exact  time  when  the  Connecticut  River  is  lowest 
and  has  no  "surplus"  water  to  spare. 

The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  strongly  urges  the  MWRA 
to  seek  solutions  to  water  needs  that  do  not  affect  other  states. 
A  greater  effort  to  account  for  presently  unaccounted-for  water, 
regardless  of  the  unit  cost,  would  be  a  preferable  means  of  averting 
a  water  shortage  in  Boston. 

Sincerely, 

Karl  J.  Wagener 
Phone    566-3510        Executive  Director 
State  Office  Building  •   Hartford.  Connecticut  06115 

An  Equal  Opponnnitv  Employer 
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STATE  OF  CONNECTICUT 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  SERVICES 


E  OF  COMMlSSIONn 


June  3.  1986 

Statement  To:  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Re:  Proposed  Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 

As  the  Commissioner  of  Health  Services  of  the  state  of 
Connecticut,  I  oppose  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut 
River  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  and  thence  to  Boston. 

While  the  harm  caused  by  such  a  plan  would  be  mainly  en- 
vironmental,  it  becomes  increasingly  clear  that  you  cannot  separate 
environmental  and  public  health  concerns.     I  believe  that  the 
diversion  should  most  certainly  be  delayed  until  not  only  all 
environmental  but  all  human  health  impacts  have  been  clearly 
del ineated . 

In  my  capacity  as  Connecticut's  chief  health  official.   I  am 
especially  concerned  about  our  state's  future  need  for  sufficient 
high  quality  drinking  water.     A  diminished  flow  may  threaten 
drinking  water  wells  with  salt  water  intrusion  in  the  lower  reaches 
of  the  River.     There  is  also  a  high  degree  of  concern  about  the 
affect  on  aquifers  along  the  River  if  annual  flushing  is  weakened. 
Finally,   the  River  represents  a  possible  water  source  for  Connec- 
ticut residents  which  we  cannot  abandon. 

The  Connecticut  River  is  the  foundation  stone  of  the 
Connecticut  water  system.     Tampering  with  it  on  the  scale  proposed 
may  have  ill  affects  on  the  environment  of  our  state  and  the  health 
of  its  people.     Until  we  can  be  assured  that  no  such  ill  affects 
will  result,   there  should  be  no  diversion. 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  express  ray  concern. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


Douglas  S.  Lloyd,  M.D. ,  M.P.H. 

Commiss  ioner 

0127X/WAR 


Telephone  203-566-4800 
150  Washington  Street     Hartford  CT  06106 
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^tatr  uf  (Euiuirrtif  ut 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

STATE  CAPITOL 
HARTFORD.  CONN.  06106 

REPRESENTATIVE  IRVING  J.  STOLBERG 
MINORITY  LEADER 

June  2,  1986 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
c/o  Cummings  and  Lockwood 
Attorneys  at  Law 
CityPlace 

Hartford    CT  06103 
Dear  Sirs: 

I  would  like  to  inform  you  of  my  opposition  to  the  plan  of  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  divert  water  from  the 
Connecticut  River  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  for  eventual  use 
in  the  City  of  Boston. 

There  clearly  are  other  options  available  to  address  the  future 
water  needs  of  the  Metropolitan  Boston  area,  and  I  believe 
that  further  study  of  those  options  is  necessary  before  a 
decision  is  made  on  a  drastic  step  like  diversion  of  the  water 
of  the  Connecticut.     Further,  more  consideration  must  be  given 
to  the  potential  environmental  impact  of  diversion  of  the  River. 


&tatr  of  (Cfliinrrtirut 


GENERAL  ASSEMBLY 


ENVIRONMENT  COMMITTEE 

STATE  CAPITOL,  ROOM  W-4 
HARTFORD.  CONNECTICUT  06106 


May  29,  1986 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
125  Ccmbs  Road 

Easthampton,  Massachusetts  01027 
Etear  Council  Manisers: 

As  Co-chairmen  of  the  Environment  Ccrmittee  of  the  Connecticut  General 
Assembly,  we  are  opposed  to  the  diversion  of  waters  from  the  Connecticut 
River  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir.    It  is  hard  to  believe  that  this  plan 
would  even  be  considered  without  a  dcwnstream  environmental  impact  study. 

TO  approve  this  diversion  without  the  benefit  of  this  study  would  demon- 
strate a  lack  of  concem  for  the  Connecticut  portion  of  the  river  as  well 
as  for  the  people  of  our  state. 

Again,  we  are  opposed  to  this  proposal  and  feel  that  alternatives  should 
be  examined. 

Sincerely, 


Eric  R.  Benson 
State  Senator 
19th  District 


State  Representative 
36th  District 


CAPITOL  REGION  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS 

214  MAIN  STREET  — HARTFORD.  CONN.  06106 
Tel.  203  522-2217 

OANA  S  HANSON 
EXECUTIVE  C.flfCrOfl 


TO:  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments  Policy  Board  rOi^ 

FROM:       Mary  Ellen  Kowalewski,  Director  of  Community  Developments 
SUBJECT:  Resolution  Opposing  Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 
DATE:       May  21,  1986 

For  your  information,  I  have  enclosed  a  Resolution  Opposing  Diversion  of 
the  Connecticut  River  which  was  passed  by  the  CRCOG  Regional  Planning 
Commission  and  the  Executive  Committee  this  past  week.    This  resolution 
will  be  presented  at  the  June  3,  1986  public  meeting  which  is  being  held 
by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  to  obtain  comment 
on  the  MWRA  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and 
Environmental  Impact  Report--2Q2Q.    This  study  was  initiated  in  1978  to 
forecast  metropolitan  Boston's  water  demand  through  the  year  2020  and 
to  investigate  the  various  alternatives  for  meeting  this  demand.  Diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River  for  water  supply  purposes  is  one  of  nine  alterna- 
tives considered  in  this  report. 

After  the  June  3,  1986  meeting,  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Board  of  Directors  will  make  decisions  on  the  amount  of  water  the  MWRA 
should  plan  to  provide  in  the  future  and  which  of  the  proposed  alternative(s) 
are  preferable.    Therefore,  this  meeting  provides  an  important  opportunity 
for  Connecticut  officials  to  express  their  concerns  prior  to  the  MWRA 
Board's  final  selection  of  preferred  water  supply  methods  and  sources. 

CRCOG  joins  the  State  Department  of  Environmental  Protection  and  the 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council  in  encouraging  Capitol  Region  munici- 
palities to  develop  comments  and/or  adopt  resolutions  opposing  the  diversion. 
These  comments  may  be  presented  at  the  June  3,  1986  public  meeting  or 
mailed  to  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority, 
Waterworks  Division,  20  Somerset  Street,  Boston,  MA  02108  prior  to  June  30, 
1986. 

Please  feel  free  to  call  me  if  you    have  any  questions  concerning  the 
diversion  alternative  or  the  June  3  public  meeting. 

MEK:csm 
Enclosure 


A  VOLUNTARY  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS  FORMED  TO  INITIATE  AND  IMPLEMENT 
REGIONAL  PROGRAMS  OF  BENEFIT  TO  THE  TOWNS  AND  THE  REGION 
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7~U  CAPITOL  REGION  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS 

214  MAIN  STREET  — HARTFORD.  CONN.  06106 
Tel.  203  522-2217 


DANA  S  HANSON 
EXECUTIVE  Dl»£CTOfl 


RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  a  major  natural  resource  of  the  Capitol  Region 
md  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  eleven  Capitol  Region  communities  are  bounded  by  the  Connecticut  River, 

ind 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  serves  many  important  natural  and  economic 
'unctions  in  the  Region,  including  the  replenishment  of  groundwater  supplies,  the 
-emineral ization  of  agricultural  fields,  the  dilution  of  treated  wastewaters  dis- 
:harged  from  sewage  treatment  facilities,  and  the  provision  of  active  and  passive 
-ecreational  opportunities  for  the  residents  of  the  Region  and  the  State,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments  to  en- 
lourage  efforts  to  upgrade  the  water  quality  of  the  Region's  watercourses  and  oppose 
:he  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  water,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  Summary  Report  of  the  Long 
^ange  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report--2Q20  includes  diversion  of 
:he  Connecticut  River  as  one  of  nine  alternatives  for  meeting  the  future  water  supply 
leeds  of  the  metropolitan  Boston  area,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  assessment  report  prepared  as  a  part  of  this 
tudy  does  not  adequately  address  the  potential  downstream  impacts  of  the  Connecticut 
iver  diversion  alternative,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
ater  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection  strategies  are 
mong  the  several  alternative  measures  which  can  be  used  to  provide  sufficient  water 
:o  meet  metropolitan  Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments 
•xecutive  Committee  and  Regional  Planning  Commission: 

1.  Oppose  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA),  and 

2.  Urge  the  MWRA  to  consider  implementation  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  local  watershed  protection  and  other 
appropriate,  non-diversion  alternatives  in  order  to  meet  future  water  supply 
needs. 


Adopted  by  Regional  Planning  Commission  May  15,  1986. 
Adopted  by  Executive  Committee  May  20,  1986. 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLOTIOH  OPPOSING  DIVERS ION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  th«  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cxibic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 

maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION:  §onnecticut  Forest  and  Park    Association,  Inc  

TOWN/CITY  OF:  16  Meriden  Road.  Route  66.  Middlefield.  ^4iddletow^.  CT  06457 


o 


WHEREAS, 


the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 
detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


SIGNED: 


Secretary-Forester 


DATE: 


May  23, 


Nancy  O  AMwman 

KinMy  Twrang 
Bnxiks  K*i«y  0. 

Marsnaii  K  S«>g«r  Esq 
Man  Cuiian  u  0 
RicnsfO  P  Oononoa 
joa/^ne  Fostar 
Ch^sToo"*  Gaonan 
Aiiior  L  Gill 
Mrs  navnoKU  Girdlar 
Voona  Giwoiovwiy 
FrM  Knjoc  Eaq. 
Irma  Lavomua 
Ann  Mam  an' 
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Connecticut  Fund  tor  the  Environment,  Inc. 


June  21,  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran 
Massachusetts  Water 
Waterworks  Division 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  Ma.  02108 


Resources  Authority 


The  Connecticut  Fund  for 
the  following  comments  on  the 
LONG  RANGE  WATER  SUPPLY  STUDY 
REPORT  -  2020. 


the  Environment  submits 
SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  THE 
AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 


The  Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment  is  a 
non-profit  legal  action  group  dedicated  to  the  preser- 
vation and  protection  of  Connecticut's  environment 
through  sound,  professional  legal  action.     It  is  sup- 
ported by  approximately  3000  member  families  through- 
out the  state. 

CFE  strongly  opposes  any  diversion  of  the  Connect- 
icut River  to  address  the  possible  future  water  supply 
needs  of  the  Boston  area.     We  oppose  the  proposed 
diversion  for  a  variety  of  reasons: 


1.  We  believe  the  projections  regarding  future 
need,  upon  which  the  proposed  diversion  is  based, 
are  inflated  and  inaccurate.     Demand  has  been 
declining  in  recent  years,  yet  the  report  pro- 
jects a  50%  increase  by  2020.     We  believe  the 
projections  were  based  upon  inaccurate  modelling 
and  overprotective  estimates  of  the  existing 
Quabbin  Reservoir  water  supply.     For  example, 
although  demonstrably  sufficient  for  current 
need,  the  reservoir  is  listed  as  currently  having 
a  20,000,000  gallon  shortfall. 

2.  CFE  believes  that  the  environmental  impact  of 
the  proposed  diversion  has  not  been  adequately 
studied  -  as  it  must  be  -  prior  to  any  such 
major  project  being  undertaken.     Among  the  many 
impacts  not  evaluated  or  assessed  in  the  present 
study:     What  are  the  needs  and  uses  of  downstream 
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users  of  the  current  river  supply,  and  how  will  they  be 
impacted  by  the  diversion?     What  will  be  the  impact  of  the 
possible  saltwater  intrusion  resulting  from  reduced  fresh- 
water flow  at  the  mouth  of  the  river?     How  will  the  reduced 
freshwater  flow  impact  the  recharge  of  aquifers  adjacent  to 
the  river?     What  is  the  potential  for  and  impact  of  surging, 
which  is  expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of  the  limited  time 
available  for  actual  diversion? 

3.  The  impact  upon  fisheries,  both  in  the  river  and  ultim- 
ately in  Long  Island  Sound  could  be  severe,  and  yet  it  has 
not  been  studied.     A  reduction  of  the  freshwater  plume  into 
Long  Island  Sound  could  threaten  the  return  of  anadromous 
fish  such  as  Salmon  and  Shad  to  spawning  areas  up  river, 
projects  which  both  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts  have 
spent  huge  amounts  of  money  to  encourage.     It  would  be 
foolish  to  jeopardize  this  investment,  without  detailed 
assessment . 

4 .  There  are  approximately  70  municipal  sewage  treatment 
plants  on  the  Connecticut  River.     All  were  designed  and 
permitted  with  certain  expected  river  flows.     A  reduction 
in  those  flows  could  result  in  reduced  efficiency  in  meet- 
ing water  quality  requirements,  and  could  also  result  in 
less  scouring  of  the  river  bottom  in  the  springtime  floods, 
additional  sediment  buildup,  and  increased  eutrophication. 
The  study  has  not  addressed  any  of  these  concerns. 

5.  CFE  believes  many  other  alternatives,  either  singly  or 
in  combination,  would  have  less  potential  for  environmental 
damage  and  would  make  more  sense  in  the  long  term. 

Watershed  management,  reactivation  of  untapped  local 
sources  and  a  re-evaluation  of  actual  needs  are  but  a  few 
of  the  alternatives  which  should  be  favored  over  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River. 

Primary  amoung  the  alternatives  would  be  the  repair 
of  the  existing  leaking  pipes,  which  account  for  a  loss  of 
approximately  one  third  of  the  water  taken  from  the  exist- 
ing reservoir.     Repair  and  maintenance  of  these  conduits 
should  be  undertaken  no  matter  what  other  alternatives  are 
chosen.     To  suggest  diversion  from  the  Connecticut  River, 
with  all  its  potential  for  damage  before  addressing  the 
leak  situation  is  insulting  to  all  who  use  the  River,  and 
is  totally  offensive  to  those  who  believe  waste  and  pro- 
fligacy of  our  natural  resources  must  end  if  our  quality 
of  life  is  to  survive. 

6.  Finally,   it  should  be  noted  that  the  diversion  alter- 
native,  if  chosen,  will  almost  certainly  result  in  liti- 
gation, with  its  accompanying  delay,   expense,  bitterness, 
and  diversion  of  resources  from  the  task  at  hand.     The  19  31 
case,  Connecticut  v.  Massachusetts . allowing  an  earlier  di- 


o 


version  of  the  Connecticut  River,  would  almost  certain- 
ly be  decided  differently  today,   in  this  era  of  environ- 
mental awareness  and  concern. 


CFE  urges  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to 
reject  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  as  a 
reasonable  option  and  to  focus  on  the  other  alternatives  to 
address  Boston's  needs,   if  in  fact  those  projected  needs  are 
accurate.     Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Katharine  H.   Robinson,  Esq. 
Connecticut  Fund  for  the 
Environment 


r 
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CONNECTICUr  RIVER  ASSEMdLY 

214  MAIN  STREET.  HARTFORD.  CONN.  06106 


June  17,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
8th  Floor 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


CROMWELL 
EAST  HAMPTON 
EAST  WINDSOR 
ENFIELD 
GLASTONBURY 
MIODLETOWN 
PORTLAND 
ROCKY  HILL 
SOUTH  WINDSOR 
SUFFIELD 
WETHERSFIELD 
WINDSOR 
WINDSOR  LOCKS 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

At  its  June  12,  1986  meeting,  the  Connecticut  River  Assembly  passed  a  resolution 
opposing  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers 
and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed 
by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA).    This  position  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  MWRA  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact 
Report,  2020  has  not  addressed  the  impact  of  the  diversions  on  the  unique  scenic, 
hydrologic,  ecological,  agricultural,  recreational  and  historical  values  of  the 
Connecticut  River  in  Connecticut.    Furthermore,  the  diversions  may  conflict  with 
four  Connecticut  River  Assembly  goals,  developed  to  promote  preservation  of  these 
values  for  the  enjoyment  of  present  and  future  generations  of  Connecticut  citizens 
These  goals  are: 


1.  to  protect  and  improve  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut  River; 

2.  to  preserve  unique  natural,  historic  and  scenic  areas,  and  the 
natural  topography  of  riverfront  land; 

3.  to  preserve  and  encourage  agricultural  land  uses  which  conserve  the 
area's  soil  and  water  resources  and  maintain  and  increase  the 
area's  long  term  food  producing  capacity;  and 

4.  to  promote  the  area's  recreational  potential  consistent  with  the 
ability  of  the  land  and  the  river  to  support  such  use. 

The  Connecticut  River  Assembly  was  formed  by  the  1982  Connecticut  General  Assembly 
through  passage  of  Public  Act  82-296,  "An  Act  Concerning  the  Preservation  of  the 
Upper  Connecticut  River".     It  is  a  voluntary  conservation  compact  composed  of 
representatives  from  thirteen  Connecticut  River  communities,  the  Governor's  Office, 
the  Midstate  Regional  Planning  Agency  and  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments. 
Through  its  activities,  the  Assembly  seeks  to  preserve  the  environmental  quality  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  certain  adjacent  lands,  and  to  guide  development  of  river- 
front land. 
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June  17,  1986 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Page  2 


The  Connecticut  River  Assembly  (CRA)  asks  that  you  accept  this  letter  as  formal 
comment  on  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  Summary  Report  of  the  Long 
Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report,  2020.     If  you  have  any 
questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  at  (203)  522-8296  or  Mary  Ellen 
Kowalewski,  CRA  staff,  at  (203)  522-2217. 

Very  truly  yours , 

John  L.  Calvocoressi 
Chai  rman 


JLC :cc 

cc:  The  Honorable  William  A.  O'Neill,  Governor 

The  Honorable  Joseph  I.  Lieberman,  Attorney  General 
The  Honorable  Stanley  J.  Pac,  Commissioner,  State 

Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
Chief  Elected  Officials,  Connecticut  River  Municipalities 

in  Connecticut 

The  Honorable  Richard  E.  Neal  ,  Mayor  of  Springfield,  MA 
•Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Water  Supply  Citizens  Advisory  Committee 
Press 


60  SHEFFIELD  STREET,  P.  0.  BOX  778,  OLD  SAYBROOK,  CONNECTICUT  06475  203/388-3497 
June  4,  1986 


Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  Mass.  02108 

Attention:    Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 

Subject:       Proposed  Connecticut  River  Water  Diversion 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran:  ^ 

The  Connecticut  River  Estuary  RPA  went  on  record  in  opposition  to  the  above-noted 
proposal  at  its  regular  meeting  on  June  2,  1986,  by  passage  of  the  attached 
resolution. 


This  area-wide  planning  organization  represents  the  collective  community  interests 
of  six  riverfront  towns  at  the  river's  mouth.    They  are  very  much  concerned  over 
the  future  cf  their  estuarine  environment  and  other  potential  negative  environmental 
impacts  that  might  result  from  a  diversion  of  this  magnitude. 

Downstream  riparian  rights  and  interests  must  be  respected.    The  Agency  strongly 
recommends  that  the  Massachusetts  Water  Authority  discard  this  proposal  in  favor 
of  the  other  water  conservation  alternatives  identified  in  its  water  study  now 
under  review  as  the  most  appropriate  way  to  meet  the  future  water  supply  needs 
of  eastern  Massachusetts. 


Sincerely  yours, 

W.  Campbell  Hudson  III 
Chairman 

cc:   /Stanley  Pac,  Commissioner,  Conn.  Dept.  of  Environmental  Protection 
vDenise  Schlener,  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Local  Press 
Attacte'n!  Selectmen,  Estuary  Towns 


AN   EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER 
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60  SHEFFIELD  STREET,  P.  0.  BOX  778,  OLD  SAYBROOK,  CONNECTICUT  06475  203/388-3497 

AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  Nev;  England's  rivers,  is  a 

natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant  economic 
benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  remineral izing 
agricultural  fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the 
residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and  competition 
for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley  to  enhance  its  natural  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return  of  Atlantic 
salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet  per  second  or 
greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for 
diverting  water  at  any  time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusett"^  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion  will  allow 
salt  water  to  travel  farther  upstream  threatening  well  fields  along 
the  River,  and 

WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintaining  a  productive 
estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species  of  fish,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection 
measures  will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan  Boston's 
needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,  state  and 


AN   EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER 


Page  2 

An  Official  Resolution  Opposing  Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 


federal  legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water  conservation,  forest 
management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  tc  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the 
purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority. 


ORGANIZATION:    Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 


SIGNED: 


W.  Campbell  Hu(feon,  III, 


DATE: 


ccnn.  RiuER 

commission  

P.O.  BOX  778  OLD  SAYBROOK.  CONN.  06475 

June  2,  1986 


Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  Mass.  02108 

Attention:    Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 

Subject:       Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report  -  2020 
Dear  Ms .  Corcoran: 

The  Connecticut  River  Gateway  Commission  discussed  the  summary  report  of  the  above 
noted  study  at  its  regular  meeting  of  May  22,  1986,  and  voted  to  go  on  record  in 
opposition  to  the  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  basin  as  proposed 
therein.    It  is  but  one  of  several  possible  alternative?  to  meet  the.  future  water 
supply  needs  of  metropolitan  Boston  over  the  next  several  decades.    There  are  other 
viable  alternatives  outlined  in  the  report  thct  make  more  responsible  use  of  the 
region's  water  resources  for  the  foreseeable  future,  such  as  conservation  of  exist- 
ing supplies,  leak  detection  and  repair  and  improved  watershed  management  techniques. 

The  Commission  believes  that  the  downstream  impacts  of  any  out-of-basin  diversion 
of  the  magnitude  under  consideration  should  be  given  very  serious  study  in  con- 
sultation with  the  affected  downstream  interests  before  such  a  plan  is  implemented. 
Furthermore,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  no  project  of  this  type  should 
be  undertaken  on  a  unilateral  basis  by  one  state.    Four  states  have  a  stake  in 
the  uses  of  the  river  from  its  source  to  its  mouth  and  any  diversion  of  its  waters 
out  of  the  basin  should  be  by  agreement  of  those  four  interests. 

Si ncerely  yours , 


Irwin  Wilcox 
Chairman 

cc:    Stanley  Pac,  Commissioner,  Conn.  Dept.  of  Environmental  Protection 
^enise  Schle  ner,  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 

Enclosure 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RI\TR 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportxinities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
estzUDlishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished'  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS, 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  cur  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 


ORGANIZATION: 


Di^-e.a  ^K\her    ^Po>- 1\  i^Jx^3  ^ lL.L  ^ c 

TOWN/CITY  OFL^      /Z-^     ^  

SIGNED:  J(yj,J2^  DuJZqZ-^ 
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AW  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS , 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and" 
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WHZREAS, 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 


detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  wa  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANI Z ATION :  C^/^5Tc^^^^y  ^po^z^T^ r)n /fAJ /^:^^c)C//^T/oy^ 
TOWN/ CITY  OF:     _^  ^      G-/L/jST'o^jl^i^<:J ^   


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


CHIEF  ELECTED 


IRMAN 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportiinities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEPJ:as,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS , 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS ,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION :    Tha  Graen  Thinb  Garden  Club  

TOWN/CITY  OF:  V/atheraflald  

SIGNED :     '?J^-„w>..>^^    O-  JjX-.  '-^   

CHIEF  ELECTED  i  iri"  I  i  I  i  I  j  INI  I  tHillill 

DATE :       Juna  2.  1986  
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVIRSION 


OF  THE  CONNSCTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  incr«ased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River^  and 
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WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 

maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION :  LYME  LAND  CONSEpAT^^N  TRUST,  INC. 

TOWN/CITY  OF;  ^y"®  « 

SIGNED:   ^^(^"5^^ 

CHIEF  ELECTED  OFFICIAL/CHAII 

DATE:   May  2q.  iqfl^ 


Middlesex  County 
Chdmbef  ot  Commefce 


June  2,  1986 


To  whom  it  may  concern: 

The  Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  represents  694 
businesses  that  employ  over  35,000  people,  unanimously  voted  to 
oppose  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

Enclosed  is  the  official  resolution  of  the  Chamber  opposing 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 


Larry  McHug 
President 


LM/pnp 
Enc. 
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70  College  Street.  Mioaietown.  Connecticut  06457  •  Tel;  (203)  347-6924 
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JM  QFyiCIAL  RZSOLDTIOH  OPPOSING  DTVgRSION 
OF  THE  COKKECTICUT  KIVYR 


WH£R£AS,  th«  Corm«cticut  Rivar,  thm  longest  of  Kav  England's 
rivars,  is  a  natural  rasoiirca  of  graat  statura  and 
producas  significant  aconoaic  banafits  by  raplanishing 
groundvatar  supplias,  raainaralizing  agricultural 
fialds,  craating  passiva  and  activa  racraational 
opportunitias  and  providing  aasthatic  aaenitias  anjoyad 
by  tha  rasidants  of  tha  Connacticut  Rivar  Vallay,  and 


WHEREAS,  tha  Connacticut  Rivar  is  axpariancing  incraasad  use  and 
compatition  for  this  lisitad  rasourca,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  tha  rasponsibility  of  aach  conxinity  in  tha 
Connacticut  Rivar  Vallay  to  anhanca  its  natural 
rasourcas,  and 

WHEREAS,  tha  Connacticut  Rivar  is  axpariancing  a  draaatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salaon  and  Aaarican  shad  dua  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottoa  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  ainerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  faraers  of  Western 

Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished'  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS, 


ad«quat«  supplifts  of  frsshvater  ar«  crucial  to 

naintaining  a  productiv*  Astuary,  thm  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 


detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  emd  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
commiinities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANI ZATION :     Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce  

TOWN/CITY  OF;    Middle  town  


DATE: 


SIGNED: 


Vt  — 
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Middlesex  County  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District,  Inc. 

Extension  Center  -  Route  9A  -  Haddam,  Connecticut  06438  -  Phone  (203 pa#4j*l6tt  345-3219 


May  30,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  Middlesex  County  Soil  i  Water  Conservation  District  is  adamantly  opposed 
to  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  in  order  to  supplement 
Boston's  water  supply. 

Since  1947  the  District  has  worked  to  maintain  and  enhance  the  quality  and 
quantity  of  its  county's  resources.    The  single-most  important  resource  is  the 
Connecticut  River  estuary.    County  residents  talce  great  pride  in  the  steward- 
ship of  this  valuable  natural  system. 

We  will  not  allow  the  integrity  of  this  resource  to  be  threatened  by  diversion, 
and  strongly  suggest  that  the  city  of  Boston  spend  its  time  studying  the  other 
alternatives  which  are  available. 

Diversion  of  flood  waters  would  endanger  the  Connecticut  River  estuary,  a  deli- 
cately balanced  system  in  which  seasonal  flooding  and  freshwater  flows  play  an 
important  role.    Anadromous  fish  populations,  which  have  talcen  decades  and 
millions  of  dollars  for  man  to  restore,  would  be  threatened.    Dilution  of 
sewage  pumped  into  the  river  and  seasonal  flushing  of  bottom  deposits  would  be 
diminished . 

Furthermore,  once  Boston  has  its  straw  in  the  river,  there's  no  guarantee  that 
this  would  be  the  last  straw  nor  that  the  straw  would  keep  its  original 
diameter.    Water  demands  are  generally  greatest  during  low  flow  periods. 
Without  adequate  storage  and  water  use  management,  Boston's  Connecticut  River 
diversion  would  soon  become  a  year-round  operation,  beginning  with  occasional 
"emergency  withdrawals". 

The  District  will  continue  to  monitor  the  course  of  the  diversion  proposal. 
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  opinion.    Hopefully,  there  will  not  be 
a  need  to  express  it  again. 


Mortimer  A.  Gels ton 
Chairman 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY  S&WCD ,  INC. 

cc:     Denise  Schlener,  CT  River  Watershed  Council,  103  Constitution  Plaza, 
Hartford,  CT  06103 
CT  legislators  representing  Middlesex  County 


CONSERVATION 


DEVELOPMENT 


SELF  GOVERNMENT 
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27  May  1986 


CHESTER,  CONNECTICUT  06412 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

Herewith,  tte  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Middletown  Yacht  Club,  on  behalf  of 
its  250  members,  expresses  opposition  to  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority's  proposal  to  divert  the  Connecticut  River  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir. 
This  plan  would  diminish  water  flow  in  the  River  downstream  from  the  North- 
field,  Massachusetts  diversion  site.    The  impacts  of  such  an  out-of -basin 
transfer  could  be  significant. 

At  this  point,  there  have  been  insufficient  studies  as  to  the  possible 
ramifications  of  this  diversion.    Possible  environmental  impacts  might  include: 

1.  Degradation  of  water  quality  in  the  River 

2.  Reduction  of  volumes  of  water  in  aquifers  adjacent  to  the  River 

3.  Alteration  of  salinity  in  the  estuary  which  would  alter  critical  fish  and 
wildlife  habitat 

4.  Harm  the  salmon  and  shad  populations 

5.  Increase  algal  blooms 

6.  Increase  siltation  and  sedimentation 

In  addition,  private  and  public  water  supply  wells  along  tte  River  may 
become  contaminated  by  the  intrusion  of  River  water  or  polluted  by  salt  water 
intrusion.    Any  lowering  of  water  levels  in  the  River  would  necessitate  extremely 
costly  dredging  and  reconstruction  of  most  carinas  located  along  ths  River.  It 
would  seem  clear  that  the  party  diverting  the  water  would  assume  all  legal  res- 
ponsibility for  absorbing  these  dredging  and  rebuilding  expenses. 

For  these  reasons  the  Middletown  Yacht  Club  strongly  opposes  this  diversion 
proposal . 


HN/nk 


Hertfy  Nerreau,  Jr.' 
Connodore 


cc:    Thonas  Morrissey,  Water  Compliance  Unit, 

Connecticut  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
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MIDSTATE  REGIONAL  PLANNING  AGENCY 


CROMWELL    DURHAM    EAST  MAOOAM    EAST  HAMPTON    MAOOAM    MIDOLEFIELD    MIODLETOWN  PORTLAND 


June  18,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B,  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 

MasscKThusetts  Water  Resource  Authority 

Waterways  Division 

20  Somerset  Street,   8th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

As  an  expression  of  their  concern  regarding  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resource  Authority's  proposal  to  divert  water  from  the 
Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  to  eastern  Massachusetts, 
the  members  of  the  Midstate  Regional  Planning  Agency  unanimously 
adopted  the  enclosed  statement  of  opposition  on  June  3,  1986. 

We  request  that  our  statement  be  forwarded  to  the  members  of  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Authority  Commission  for  their 
consideration . 

Very  truly  yours r 


Geoffrey  L.  Colegr^ve 
Executive  Director 

GLC/ jes 

enc. 

cc:  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


P.O.  BOX  139  MIODLETOWN.  CONNECTICUT  06457 


GEOFFREY  L.  COLEGROVE.  DiRtCTOn 

AN   EQUAL   OPPORTUNITY   EMPLOYER  M/F 
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MIDSTATE  REGIONAL  PLANNING  AGENCY 


CROMWELL    OURMAM    EAST  HAOOAM    EAST  HAMPTON    MAODAM    MIDDLEFIELD    MIDOLETOWN  PORTLAND 


P.O.  BOX  139  MIODLETOWN.  CONNECTICUT  06457        203  347-721* 


STATE^^ENT  OF,  OPPOSITION 


"Due  to  the  fact  that  the  Connecticut  River 
is  a  vital  source  of  water  for  several  of  the 
Towns  in  the  Midstate  Region  and  the  fact 
that  the  potential  downstream  environmental 
impact  has  not  been  evaluated,  the  Midstate 
Regional  Planning  Agency  is  opposed  to  the 
proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 
and  its  tributaries  to  eastern  Massachusetts 
by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  and  urges  the  MWRA  to  look  to  other 
alternatives  such  as  demand  management  and 
conservation. " 


Adopted  unanimously  by  Agency  members  Tuesday,  June  3,  1986, 


GEOFFREY  L.  COLEGROVE.  OiRECTOH 

AN   EQUAL   OPPORTUNITY   EMPLOYER  M/F 
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RIVERFRONT 

RECAPTURilNC 

C.  Roderick  O'Neil 
Chairman 

John  H  Riege 
President 

Denise  L.  Nappier  j^^^y  27,  1986 

Executive  Director 

Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water 
Resource  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
8th  Floor 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

This  communication  is  being  submitted  as  comment  to  the 
issue  of  diverting  the  Connecticut  River  to  the  Quabbin  Reser- 
voir to  supply  water  to  eastern  Massachusetts. 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc.  was  formed  in  1981  as  a  joint 
pxiblic  and  private  interest  group  to  take  the  lead  in  planning 
and  coordinating  waterfront  revitalization  in  Greater  Hartford. 
Today,  we  see  signs  of  improvement  along  the  Connecticut  River. 
The  popularity  of  river-related  events  has  grown,  such  as  the 
July  4th  River  Festival  which  now  attracts  thousands  of  Connecti- 
cut residents  to  the  river  for  a  spectacular  celebration.  The 
first  in  a  series  of  planned  physical  improvements  scheduled  for 
completion  this  summer  will  return  tour  boat  service  to  the 
riverfront  after  several  decades  of  absence.    Most  notable,  has 
been  the  organization's  success  to  guide  the  development  and 
public  adoption  of  plans  to  overcome  some  of  the  major  physical 
barriers  which  separate  our  river  from  its  people. 

We  are  concerned  about  the  potential  effect  the  Connecticut 
River  diversion  proposal  would  have  on  our  ability  to  greatly 
increase  the  range  of  recreational  uses  which  the  river  can 
support.     Upon  reviewing  this  matter  with  the  Connecticut  River 
Watershed  Council  and  the  environmental  issues  connected  to  the 
Greater  Hartford  Riverfront  Recapture, Program,  we  have  concluded 
that  every  attempt  should  be  made  to  reject  the  diversion 
proposal  from  consideration  as  an  alternative  to  help  supply 
water  in  the  Boston  area. 


RRI    •  103  Constitution  Plaza,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06103   •  203  277  6691 
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It  is  our  desire  to  have  the  river  water  quality  restored  as 
best  as  possible  to  its  original  state.     The  river's  value  as  a 
recreational  amenity  will  heavily  depend  on  the  continued  suc- 
cess of  water  quality  improvement  plans. 

We  strongly  urge  you  to  protect  the  current  efforts  to  clean 
up  our  river  by  supporting  alternative  proposals  such  as  '^demand 
management"  to  meet  the  water  supply  needs  of  the  Boston  area. 


Sincerely, 


Denise  L.  Nappier 
Executive  Director 


DLN/bpm 
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sierra  Club 

Connecticut  Chapter 


118  Oak  Street,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06106  527-9788 


STATEIIENT  CONCERNING  THE  SUMIIARY  REPORT 
OF  THE  LONG  RANGE  WATER  SUPPLY  STUDY  FOR 
THE  ilETROPOLITAN  BOSTON  AREA 


Hy  name  is  Virginia  Judson.     I  am  Conservation  Chair  of  the 
Connecticut  Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club,  here  to  express  our  opposition 
to  the  proposed  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  into 
the  Quabbin  Reservoir. 

We  understand  it  has  been  assumed  that  this  proposal  would  have 
no  downstream  impacts.     In  the  absence  of  a  valid  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  we  find  this  conclusion  unacceptable.     Changes  in  water  level 
can  have  a  significant  impact  on  adjacent  wells  and  agricultural 
activities,  on  the  dilution  of  wastewater,  and  on  anadromous  fish 
which  would  be  returning  to  the  Connecticut  at  about  the  same  time 
the  diversion  is  expected  to  take  place.     A  decreased  flow  at  this 
time  could  be  particularly  important  in  the  vicinity  of  Haddam  Neck 
where  the  plume  from  Connecticut  Yankee  extends  across  much  of  the  River. 

In  keeping  with  the  Sierra  Club's  commitment  to  the  protection 
and  wise  use  of  natural  resources,  we  urge  that  primary  consideration 
be  given  to  the  conservation  option.     Water  is  too  precious  to  waste  in 
an  area  which  has  known  shortages.     We  believe  losses  throughout  the 
system  should  be  identified  and  reduced  to  a  minimum. 

We  also  support  the  watershed  management  option  which  would  in- 
crease run-off  into  MDC  reservoirs. 

Thank  you  for  providing  this  opportunity  for  us  to  express  our 
views  on  this  important  subject. 


I 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cxibic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
estsUDlishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


WHEREAS, 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  ve  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 
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WESLEYAN  UNIVERSITY 
MIDDLETOWN,   CONNECTICUT  06457 

OEP*«TMtNT  Of  PHYSICAL  EOUCATlOf: 


June  11,  1986 


Ms.   Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street 
8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  concern  about  the  proposal  to 
divert  water  from  the  Connecticut  River.     As  a  person  who 
lives  nearby  the  river  in  Connecticut,   teaches  courses  that 
use  the  river  as  a  classroom,  and  uses  the  river  for 
recreational  purposes,   I  am  strongly  against  such  a  plan. 

A  proposal  that  would  reduce  the  flow  of  water  and  in 
turn  threaten  the  riverside  wells  with  salt  water  seems  to  be 
unwise.     I  am  also  concerned  that  the  natural  spring  flushing 
of  the  pollutants  from  the  river  will  be  effected  and  in  turn 
effect  the  shad  and  salmon  runs,  as  well  as  the  quality  of 
the  water  for  other  recreational  activities. 

Other  methods  for  adequate  water  supply  to  Boston  should 
be  explored.     Any  alternatives  that  threaten  the  natural  flow 
of  water  in  the  Connecticut  River  are  unacceptable  to  me  and 
I  believe  that  they  should  be  immediately  discarded. 

Sincerely, 


John  S.  Biddiscombe 
Adjunct  Professor  of 

Physical  Education 
Wesleyan  University 


JSB/dc 

cc:     Connecticut  River  Water  Shed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  CT  06103 


M«« . ,ng  Houa«  Road 
Haddajo,     Cozm. ,  06^38 

May  2k,  1986 

Patx>lcia  B,  Coreoran*  Project  Mana^r 
Conn,  Rlvar  Vatarahad  Council 
20  Somarsat  Straat,     8th  floor 
Boston,  Maaaachuaatta 

02108 

Oaar  Ml as  Cor«orani 

Va  vlah  to  axpraaa  out  strong  apposition  ta  tha  praaant 
plana  for  diraralaa  of  Cannaatieut  Rlvar  Watar  ta  Maaaaehuaatta 

on  tha  follovin^  croundat 

1.     Thaz>a  haa  baan  ontdLraly  InawTflciaat  oanaidaratlon  (indaad 
assuDtiona)  aa  to  vfaathar  thaz^  ara  no  davnatraaai  Impact  a 
of  such  divarsion  of  Connactieut  RlTar  vatar.     Aecordln^r  to 
our  infonaation,  thara  haa  baan  no  study  af  thaaa  ijapaets  try 
tha  conaxiltants.     Possibla  iapaots  daal  with  vatar  supply, 
vitb  vatar  quality,  and  dUspaot  oa  tkm  fiaharias  (aapacially 
thadsalaon  aaaiabaek^  oarafully  and  aautlaualy  mxrtuz^  orar 
tha  paat  faw  yaara,  nav  ahaviac  raaalta)» 

2«    ▲Itazvati'raa,  auah  aa  dasHUKl  isanBg<Msnt»  ha-ra  nat  baan 
adaquataly  atudlad*    (What  ara  tha  aa  tallad  nlna  altar- 
natlraaT) 

3*    Aa  ao  far  praaaatad^  thara  ara  imaafnolaat  guarantaaa 

that  flaw  raatrlatlaaa  prapaaad  wauld  ba  aaforoad  (how?  and 
by  vho«7) 

Sinoa  wa  will  ba  owt  ot  tha  araa  at  tha  tiaa  af  tha  haarln^ 
on  Juna  3»  va  sand  this  lattar  af  prataat.     If  voieinc  o\ir  oaneoma 
at  that  haairin^  will  halp*  plaaaa  do  so  am  our  bahal^. 

SlBAaraly^ 

^S^^*Mra•  M*  0,  Burford 

ea,i  Conn^RlTar  Vatarahad  Caxmoilf  Ine. 
Connactieut  Offiaa 
103  Conatltutiaa  Plaaa 
IIaz*t^ordy    Conn. »  06IO3 


06333 


::ed  Council 


o 


Re:  Diversion,  of  the  Connecticut  River 


Dear  Denise: 

Since  '/e  can  not  attend  tlie  public  hearing  concerning  the 
diverting  of  the  Con_necticut  River  to  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  to  supply 
'./ater  to  ^i^astern  hassachusetts  we  are  putting  our  corjr.ents  in  this 
letter,  ./e  request  that  you  add  our  voices  to  others  c^-^osing  this 
effort »  In  addition,  you  will  find  enclosed  an  editorial  fron  The 
Gazette  (5-29-26)  that  we  wish  to  be  included  with  our  letter. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  there  are  numerous  potentially 
significant  environriental  inpacts  to  the  area  do^mstream  of  the  diver- 
sion. These  rius tbe  given  serious  consideration.  One  such  exa:-:.ple  is 
the  fact  that  lowering  the  fresh  watar  level  could  greatly  change  the 
.-akeup  of  the  water  by  allowing  more  salt  V/'ater  to  entjr  the  river's 
r.outh.  '.rnat,  then,  v;ill  happen  to  the  river  in  our  area?  liow  v/ouid 
or  could  t'lat  problem  be  corrected?  It  could  not  be  corrected  because 
it  v;oul:i  be  too  late.  Further,  tliis  one  problem  has  far-reaching  im- 
pacts. I'ore  and  more  problems  would  arise  

There  have  been  otiier  alternatives  presented  that  will 
take  care  of  Massachusetts •  water  situation.  These  :iu s t  be  considered 
first.  Diverting  the  Connecticut  River  could  cause  irreversible  harm 
to  Connecicut.  Is  this  not  too  high  a  price  to  pay  particularly  when 
t:;en  ara  other  alternatives? 


Sincerely, 


^ 


LACI  de  GERENDAY,  na.fns.s. 

SCULPTOR 


2  Mill  Pond  Lane 
Old  Lyme,  CT  Ob3"1 
(203)  434-2890 

June   1st,  1)^.6 


Connecticut  .liver  'v'atershed  Council 
Attention:    Denise  Schlener,  Director 

rle:   Hearing  -  Connecticut  River  jiversion 


'.'e  the  undersigned,   are  very  much  opposed  to  any  c  iversion 
of  the  Connecticut  is.iver. 

Such  a  (diversion  will  seriously  affect  the  ecology  of  the 
Lower  Connecticut  Valley  and  will  cause  economic  harcJship 
for  the  State  of  Connecticut  should  its  deepwater  anchora;^es 
be  lowered.     It  could  well  disturb  the  mii,-ration  of  shad 
and  the  salmon  which  are  beginning  to  return  to  the  river. 

Also,  quite  apart  from  the  detrimental  effect  such  a  diversion 

would  have  on  the  State  of  Connecticut,  we  believe  that  jio 

state  should  have  the  right  to  interfere  pernanently  with 

the  natural  flow  of  a  river  which  oases  "ohrou^h  .nore  tiian 

its  own  state.     Neither  Vermont  nor  >iassachusetts  have  any  more 

rigiics  of  ownership  to  the  waters  of  the  Connecticut  than 

does  the  State  of  Connecticut  itself. 

V/e  wish  to  register  own  strong  opposition  to  the  project. 


L^cl  ^.e  Gerenuay 


Elisabeth  Gordon  Chancier 


Kathy  Golec 
3  Davi  son  Road 
Moodus,  CT  06469 


Ms.  Denise  Schlener 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 

103  Constitution  Plaza 

Hartford,  CT  06103 


Dear  Ms.  Schlener; 

I  am  writing  to  support  CRWC's  opposition  to  the  proposed  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River  to  the  Quabbin  Reservoir.    As  a  resident  of  the  Lower 
Connecticut  River  Valley,  a  member  of  National  Audubon,  and  the  CRWC,  I 
believe  that  diversion  of  the  river  will  have  serious,  negative  effects  on  the 
Connecticut  River  and  its  watershed.    Diversion  will  certainly  affect  the 
quality  of  life  in  and  along  the  River. 

For  centuries,  the  River  has  been  a  vital  waterway  in  this  area,  sustaining 
industry  as  well  as  a  complex  ecological  system.    During  recent  decades,  we 
have  improved  the  water  quality  in  the  River  and  its  estuaries  enough  to  bring 
back  Atlantic  salmon,  osprey,  and  an  increasing  population  of  American  bald 
eagles.    The  beauty  of  the  great  river  has  stimulated  our  economy  by 
introducing  tourism  in  the  form  of  excursion  boats  and  the  Valley  Railroad. 
These  attractions  emphasize  the  role  the  Connecticut  River  has  played  in  our 
history  as  well  as  its  fragile  ecology.    Without  the  River  as  a  sustaining 
force  in  the  valley,  the  area  would  not  have  developed  as  a  significant 
industrial  and  agricultural  region.    We  have  certainly  abused  the  River's 
resources  in  the  past.    However,  we  have  made  progress  in  rectifying  these 
abuses,  especially  in  recent  years.       Not  long  ago,  the  River  was  an 
inhospitable  place  with  garbage  dumps  along  its  banks  and  pollutants  pouring 
into  it.    The  River  is  becoming  a  vital  force  once  again.    Its  character  and 
beauty  permeate  the  valley.    Now,  however,    it  seems  that  the  River  and  its 
ecosytem  is  threatened  again  by  the  diversion  proposal. 

I  fear  that  we  may  lose  everything  we've  gained.    The  diversion  will  alter  the 
aquatic  environment  by  changing  the  ratio  of  fresh  water  to  salt  water.  The 
change  in  composition  will  affect  the  annual  salmon  and  shad  runs.  These 
species  won't  be  able  to  identify  the  River  as  their  destination  and  won't  be 
able  to  return  to  the  River  to  spawn.    Other  freshwater  species  will  also  be 
affected  by  the  increased  salinity.    As  the  freshwater  fish  either  migrate  to 
other  bodies  of  fresh  water  or  are  killed  by  the  increased  salinity,  the  bird 
population  which  feeds  upon  these  fish  will  also  change.    Fish  eating  birds 
such  as  ospreys,  cormorants,  various  wintering  ducks,  and  the  bald  eagles  will 
go  elsewhere.    The  diversion  will  decrease  the  volume  of  fresh  water  which 
cleanses  the  River  of  excess  algae,  debris,  and  sludge  deposits.  The 
decreased  volume  of  fresh  water  will  stimulate  the  growth  of  algae  and  allow 
the  sludge  to  accumulate.    The  oxygen  supply  in  the  River  will  be  depleted. 
This  can  only  have  serious  effects  on  the  ecosystem. 


-2- 


We  must  remember  that  if  one  part  of  the  river  ecology  is  affected,  a  ripple 
effect  is  created,  and  all  species  living  in  the  river,  its  estuaries,  and  in 
the  entire  watershed  area  will  be  effected.    The  Connecticut  River  now 
supports  a  complex  system  of  interdependent  organisms  from  the  minute  algae 
forms  to  eagles  to  humans.    We  must  consider  how  we  affect,  positively  or 
negatively,  the  ecosystem.    River  diversion  may  work  in  the  short  run,  but  we 
have  to  seriously  consider  the  long  term  effects  of  our  actions.    There  are 
alternatives  to  diversion;    we  must  be  careful  to  look  at  all  our  options  and 
choose  the  one  that  will  best  serve  our  ecosystem  in  the  long  run.    If  we  lose 
what  we  have  fought  so  hard  to  gain,  we  will  all  have  lost  something  that  is 
irreplaceable.    And  that  is  a  terrible  price  to  pay. 


Sincerely, 


Kathy  Golec 


BARRON  GOURLAY 

LYME.  CONNECTICUT  06371 


Deaise  Schlener 
CRWC 

103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford.  Ct . .  O6IO3. 

May  30th, 1986. 

Dear  Denise, 

I  live  on  Cove  Road,  at  Hamburg  Cove,  and  it  is 
one  of  Nev  Englands  most  scenic  gems.  We  do  not  want  Massachusetts 
in  its  desperate  throes  to  get  water  the  cheap  way,  interfering 
with  natutes  bounty  for  all  the  States  bordering  on  the  Connecticut 
River,  cind  please  note  it  is  the  Connecticut  River,  not  the  Mass 
River.  If  they  want  to  play  hard  ball,  with  this  State  we  can 
easily  stop  every  registered  Mass  boat  or  ship  coming  up 
the  river  to  use  our  facilities. 

Before  we  get  to  recrimination  eind  sanctions  ,  let 
the  powers  in  Mass..  look  carefully  at  their  real  water  sources 
before  tapping  the  River.  We  in  Connecticut  suffered  for  years 
from  the  ghastly  effluent  the  mill  towns  of  Mass..  poured  without 
restriction  into  the  waters  of  the  river.  Let  us  not  have  a 
form  of  reverse  pollution  where  we  in  Conn. .  are  denied  these 
God  given  waters. 


Sincerely, 
B.Gourlay . 


r 


OLD 


WILLIAM  GREY 
R  F  D  #2.  BOX  305 
LYME.  CONNECTICUT  08371 


^^^^ 


^^^^ 

Co^Aj^   C&^^^^xcoCic<^  /tyi^^if^^^    ^y'-vZu^^^  ^C^-<^^l^t^^ 


r 


WARD  L  JOHNSOH  JR 


5  5  WNorth  Main  Street 
Essex.  G}rmecticut  06426 


May  30,  1986 


Ms.  Denise  Schlener,  CT  Director 
Conn.  River  Watershed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  CT  06103 


Dear  Ms.  Schlener, 

Will  you  please  convey  to  those  concerned  in  making 
a  decision  on  the  matter  my  family's  most  emphatic  object- 
ion to  the  diversion  of  any  water  from  the  Connecticut  River 
to  supply  water  to  eastern  Massachusetts  or  to  any  other  area. 

There  are  other  potential  sources  for  that  area  to  tap  in 
obtaining  more  water.     We  are  very  concerned  about  the  impact 
that  such  a  diversion  of  water  might  have  in  increasing 
the  salinity  of  the  water  in  the  lower  part  of  the  river, 
and  in  the  changes  that  might  be  brought  about  in  the  water 
levels  above  the  salt  portion. 

We  must  not  permit  any  precedent  to  be  set  in  taking 
water  out  for  use  at  a  distance  from  the  Connecticut  River. 


-Ke    5c/,Tcr>  mo^.  ^^^:)  '^^^ 
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Mrs.  Wilson  Russell 
seloen  road 

HADLYME 
CONNECTICUT    06439  ^ 
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Mr*.  Gregory  Smith  \^  ^ 

9  Riveffoank,  Old  Lyme,  Connecticut  06371-0328 

^<S^   SO  yawcU  cLoxja-ACX^^ 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resotirce  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  2md 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peaJc  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flocc:   .'aters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  cae  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstreeun  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 


(1 


WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not'  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority . 

ORGANI 2 ATION :  'J'^'^J^  ^  CXir^^/^ 
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PARSONS 


HOLYOKE,  MASSACHUSETTS  01040  f 


May  15,  1986 

Patricia  Corcoran,   Project  Manager 
Mass.  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Miss  Corcoran: 

Since  I  am  not  able  to  attend  the  scheduled  hearing  on  June  3rd,  I 
would  like  to  express  here,  my  concern  for  the  proposal  to  divert 
water  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  Quabbin  Reservoir. 

The  arguments  against  diversion,  put  forth  by  the  Connecticut  River 
Watershed  Council  are  certainly  valid,  as  are  the  proposed  alterna- 
tives which  they  suggest: 

a)  Repairing  existing  systems  would  certainly  cut  down  the  loss  of 
water  in  vast  quantities. 

b)  We  Americans  are  wasteful  people  and  a  concerted  effort  at  conser- 
vation certainly  is  in  order  for  all  concerned. 

c)  Improved  forest  management  in  the  Quabbin  area  is  certainly  desir- 
able . 

d)  Protection  and  development  of  water  supplies  in  the  Boston  area  is 
necessary.. 

We  strongly  support  CRWC  in  these  alternatives. 

As  the  manager  of  Parsons  Paper  Division,  located  on  the  canal  system 
in  Holyoke,  I  am  further  concerned  over  the  effect  of  diversion  as  it 
relates  to  our  business. 


( Continued ) 
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We  rely  heavily  on  the  canal  system,   fed  by  the  Connecticut  River,  to 
run  our  water  wheels  which  in  turn  generate  electricity  for  the  manu- 
facture of  paper  which  is  power  intensive.     For  one-hundred  thirty- 
three  years  Parsons  has  used  the  water,   initially  for  driving  equip- 
ment and  in  the  papermaking  process;  and  today  to  generate  power, 
up  to  35%  of  consumed  power,  which  reduces  the  cost  of  operations 
considerably  and  allows  us  to  compete  in  a  very  difficult  marketplace. 

Our  ability  to  generate  power  is  obviously  governed  by  the  amount  of 
water  available  in  the  canal  system  which  flows  from  the  river.  The 
potential  impact  of  diversion  is  therefore  of  concern  to  the  one- 
hundred  ten  people  employed  here  as  it  has  a  potentially  devastating 
effect  on  their  jobs,  as  well  as  it  is  for  many  other  manufacturers 
who  depend  on  the  river  for  various  reasons. 

Very  truly  yours , 

PARSONS  PAPER  DIVISION 
NVF  COMPANY 


cc;  Conn.  River  Watershed  Council 
125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 
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Respectfully  Yours, 


W^yfl  a/M  .  >C  h  a  r  e  t  te 


Cheste-^,  C-»rir. 
May  20,  1956 


Mapsachusetts  Water  Res'^urces  Authority 
Patricia  3.  Cnrcnrar,  Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Fl'^or 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  02108 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 


As  are  most  environmental  issues,  and  certainly  in 
the  proposed  diversion  of  some  Connecticut  River  water 
into  the  Ouabbin  Reservoir,  the  issue  is  one  of  economic 
gain  and  urban  needs  versus  some  inevitable  destruction 
of  the  river  wa.tershed  and  the  concern  of  some  rural. 
Some  urban  but  many  other  protectors  of  nature  who,  for 
good  and  sufficient  reasons,  would  like  to  maintain  the 
status  quo.  Against  highly  charged  and  emotional  argu- 
ments of  environmental  damage  are  the  fudged  or  miss- 
ing figures  of  the  politicians  and  engineers.  Sitting 
strangely  silent  in  the  middle  ia  a  utility  who,  though 
they  have  invested  millions  in  pumps  and  aqueducts,  pro- 
fess to  be  neutral.  Somewhere  in  the  archi-v^s  there  has 
to  be  a  "V/hite  Paper"  and  some  previous  agreement.  Here 
is  where  responsible  go\'emment  can  truly  be  of  service 
to  the  public. 

As  I  listened  to  the  facts  presented  to  us  in  Mid- 
dletown  ffey  19th  ce-ri:ain  questions  arose  and  grew  over- 
night. F^'-emost  was  the  necessity  to  take  a  balanced 
view.  Here  are  some  questions  and  some  personal  observat- 
ions: 

1.  Unlike  the  construction  of  the  O^iabbin  complex,  a  rel- 
atively short  period  of  time  would  be  required  for  Boston 
to  receive  emergency  water.  (Please  check  to  see  how  far 
the  outlet  pipe  has  progressed  toward  the  Ouabbin.  It  may 
be  closer  than  you  think)  Most  of  any  delay  would  be  gov- 
ernmental red  tape  for  which  there  could  be  no  reasonable 
excuse.  In  the  meantime  JWPA  could; if  enjoined,  put  into 
effect  many  of  their  conservation  measures. 

2.  No  real  harm  and  perhaps  many  benefits  would  derive 
from  diverting  water  in  flood  periods.  Unfortunately  the 
Quabbin  might  already  be  overflowing  and  N.U.  would  likely 
not  realize  much  profit  from  their  under  peak  power  re- 
quirements in  the  spring  and  late  fall.  Hurricane  seasons 
are  a  different  matter  but  here  again  the  Ouabbin  might 

be  full.  Some  one  at  the  Electric  Company  might  be  tempted 
to  throw  the  switch  when  the  river  was  low  and  heavy 


0 


air-corditioning  power  was  needed.  Could  government  in- 
terests properly  safeguard  this  eventuality  now  and  in 
the  future? 

3.  Lowered  water  flows  through  Hnlyoke  and  Springfield 
would  exacerbate  their  sewer  outflows  into  Connecticut. 
Could  they  be  required  to  clean  up  their  act? 

U.  If . Quantities  of  water  were  taken  out  of  the  river  in 
dry  periods  thei^  could  definitly  be  a  salt  inflow  perhaps 
well  ab^ve  the  Haddam  Nuclear  Plant.  In  1955  I  ate  crabs 
taken  imm  the  river  about  two  miles  below  Kaddam  Neck. 
The  river  was  very  low  that  year  until  the  flood  of  the 
great  hurricane  that  washed  many  areas  in  Connecticut. 
Are  the  Coolant  pipes  at  Haddam  constructed  of  materials 
which  can  withstand  high  salt? 

5.  Is  it  possible  for  Connecticut  or  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  charge  MVRA  for  water  diverted,  more  in  periods 
of  low  flow,  less  in  periods  of  high  flow.  The  cost  would 
promote  conservation  and  perhaps  molify  the  interests 
below, 

6.  We  were  told  that  no  envirormental  impact  study  had 
benn  conducted  below  Turner's  Falls.  Why? 

7.  Is  the  cheapest  way  the  best?  Has  the  Merrimack  alt- 
ernative been  sufficiently  studied  and  would  cleaning  up 
this  watershed,  though  more  expensive  now,  be  deemed  to 
have  greater  value  later?  Would  anybody  now  say  that  the 
Ouabbin  complex  should  not  have  been  undertaken? 

Others  have  covered  in  detail  facts  and  questions 
not  Covered.  I  do  not  envy  your  job  but  I  hope  and  trust 
that  you  will  make  a  balanced  r« commendation. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Elwood  R.  ?fyer? 
Conn.  River  Gateway 
Member  from  Chester 


Elwood  R.  Myers 

17  Ridge  Road 
Chester,  CT 
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Ethel  K.  Hutchinson 
34  We.fternvteiv  Cir. 
East  Longmeadow,  MA  01028-2826 

May  20,  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
MWRA-20  Somerset  St. 
Boston,  MA  02108 

any  river  and  especially 
I  am  strongly  opposed  to  diverting/the  Connecticut 
River  to  supply  water  to  Metropolitan  Boston  unless 
and  until  all  other  steps  such  as  the  following  have 
been  taken: 


all  leaks  in  metropolitan  Boston's  water  system  have 
been  detected  and  repaired 

water  conservation  by  households,  businesses  and 
industries  has  been  promoted 

forests  in  the  area  of  Quabbin  are  managed  properly 
to  increase  water  yield 
MWRA  .     Protect  and  use  local  water  supplies  in  Boston  area 

An  effective  drought  management  plan  is  developed  and 
used . 


Sincerely, 

cc:    Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  of  East  Longmeadow 
Iris  Holland,  Representative 
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Stephen  Gephard 
215  N.Moodus  Rd. 
Moodus,   CT  06469 


May  22,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Leader 
20  Somerset  St.,   8th  Floor 
Boston,   MA  02108 


Dear    M^.  Corcoran, 

I   aril  writing  to  express  my  displeasure  at   the   fact   that  a 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  in  Massachusetts  is  still 
under  consideration  in  order   to  supply  the  metropolitan 
Boston  area  with  water.      This  is  an  unacceptable  idea  whose 
time  has  come  and  gone. 

As  one  concerned  and  involved  with  the  fisheries  and 
other  aquatic  resources  of  the  lower  Connecticut  River,    I  am 
confident  that  large— scale  river  diversions  will  have  a 
deleterious  effect  on  thes«  resources.      I  will  not   list  all 
of  my  concerns  and  thoughts  because  I   am  sure  that  you  have 
heard  them  all   before.      I  will,    however,   underscore  the  fact 
that   there  are  many  of   like— minded  people  in  this  region  that 
are  committed  to   fighting  any  diversion  and  to  see  that  any 
agency  that   seeks  to  divert  the  river  will   have  to  Jump 
through  all   sorts  of  hoops.     We  will   make  sure  that   the  total 
cost  of  any  diversion  would  come  in  way  over  any  projections. 

In  the  past  200  years,   New  Englanders  have  abused  the 
local  environment   for  convenience  and  economy.     Now,   we  are 
paying  for  those  short-sighted  actions  and  spending  large 
amounts  of  money  to  correct  problems.      It  is  quite  clear  that 
we  have  not  learned  from  history  and  that  any  river  diversion 
will  be  viewed  as  a  najor  environmental  screw-up  in  100  years 
hence.     Our  grandchildren  will  th*n  h«ve  to  pay  for 
corrective  actions.     Southern  New  England  is  probably  the 
most  affluent,   technologically-advanced  region  in  the  richest 
nation  in  the  world.     Ue  can  certainly  afford  to  solve  our 
problems  (such  as  water  shortages)   in  an  intelligent, 
farsighted  nAnn^r .      If  Boston  cannot  obtain  more  water  in 
such  a  manner,   then  it  damn  well  better  stop  growing. 


Sincerely, 


Mrs.  Samue  1  W.  M  eek 


88  DouLIing  R  oaa 
Greenwick,  Connecticut  06830 


May  22,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

20  Somerset  Street  -  8th  Floor 
Boston,  Mass.  02108 

Dear  Mrs.  Corcoran: 


I  wish  to  state  that  I  am  opposed 


to  the  transfer  of  water  from  the  Connecticut 
river  and  its  tributaries  which  would  result 
in  a  diminished  flow  of  water  downstream  and 
the  numerous  impacts  that  would  result, 
diminished  flow  of  water  supply,  lower  water 
quality  and  a  detrimental  effect  on  fisheries, 
particularly  as  there  are  other  alternatives 
which  should  be  implemented  in  any  event  that 
could  assure  adequate  supplies  into  the  21st 
century . 


I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  attend  the 


environmental  impact  meeting  scheduled  for 
June  3rd,  but  wish  to  register  my  opposition 
to  any  and  all  proposed  diversion. 


Sincerely, 


CM 
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Pace  Science  Advisors 


William  Burch.  Ph.D. 

Yale  Forestry  School 

John  Charde.  M.D. 
Lakeville 

Rudolph  E.  Haffner,  Ph.D. 

Biology 

Hartford  College  for  Women.  Trinity 

Thomas  Hopper 

Solar  Architecture 
Durham 

Charles  Prewitt,  Ph.D. 

Chemistry.  ECSC 

Betsy  Woodward 

Meteorology 
Essex 

George  Rumney,  Ph.D. 

Geography 

University  of  Connecticut 

Donald  Scroggin.  Ph.D. 

Chemistry 
New  Haven 

Gregory  L.  Stone 

Geophysics 
Canaan 

Jay  William  Stryker,  Ph.D. 

Physics 

University  of  Massachusetts 

Richard  Goodwin.  Ph.D. 

Botany 

Connecticut  College 
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RESOURCE  CONSERVATION 
and  DEVELOPMENT  PROJECT,  Inc. 


RFD  #4,  BOX  240  •  MEREDITH,  NEW  HAMPSHIRE  03253-9416  •  Phone  603-279-6546 


NORTH  COINTRY  RC4D 
EXECITTVE  BOARD 


BELK>AP  COUNTY: 


ROBERT  BODWELL 
Sanbornton.  N  H. 


ROBERT  M  HARRINGTON 
La^onu.  N  H 


JOHN  HODSDON 
Moa-dith.  N  H, 


CLEMENT  \,  LVON.  JR. 
La^.Tiia.  N  H 


CARROLL  COL'NTY: 


ROBERT  L  BENFORD 
SiKer  Lake.  N  H. 


CHARLES  F  BLCKLAND 
Bniokfield.  N  H. 


JOHN  CANNELL 
lmer\ale,  N  H. 


JOHN  FELICE 
.Madison.  N  H 


COOS  COLNTY: 


JA.MES  P  GLIDDEN 
Jctttrson.  N  H. 


CLYDE  SWITSER 
Dailon.  N  H 


ROBERT  KIDDER 
Lanca.sier,  N.H. 


GRAFTON  COUNTY: 


OLIVER  R  UNDERHILL 
Bethlehem.  N.H. 


LAWRENCE  CL'SHMAN 
Rumne\.  N.H. 


DAVID  THOMPSON 
Lincoln.  N  H. 


ROBERT  MICHENFELDER.  Chrm. 
Piermont,  N  H. 


May  28,  1986 


STAFF 


FREDERIC  B.  GIEBEL 
RCiD  Coordinator 


JANICE  WALKER 
Secretary 


CHAIRMEN  EMERITI: 


James  P  PAGE 
Benton.  N  H 


JAMES  T  BREWER 
P:ermont  N  H. 


JAKOB  MUTZBAUER 

Alton.  N  H 


ROGER  PERSON 
Moultonboro.  N.H. 


Patricia  Corcoran 

Mass.  Water  Resources  Authority 

Water  Works  Division 

20  Somerset  St. 

Boston,  MA  02108 


Re:  Comments  on  Northfield  Diversion 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 


Although  the  North  Country  RC&D  Executive  Council  has  not  seen 
a  copy  of  the  proposals  to  be  aired  at  the  Northampton  public 
hearing  on  June  3,   it  is  nevertheless  generally  familiar  with 
arguements  pro  and  con  diversion  of  waters  from  the  Connecticut 
into  Quabbin  Reservoir. 

We  recognize  the  relative  merits  of  these  arguements  as  they 
pertain  to  the  public  interest  in  and  around  the  lower  Connecticut 
Valley.  We  are  more  concerned  however  with  unresolved  legal 
considerations,  particularly  where  these  involve  the  public 
interests  of  the  upper  valley. 

Basically,  the  appropriate  riparian  concepts  provide  for  the 
availability  of  shared  waters  to  all  those  with  reasonable 
demands  upon  them.  This  philosophy  is  rather  broad  and  in  many 
ways  ill-defined  where  large  bodies,  shared  among  states  and 
municipalities  are  at  issue.  It  has  not  been  subject  to  judicial 
tests  on  an  appropriate  scale  and  opens  up  a  broad  range  of 
speculation  and  concern  for  upper  valley  residents. 

North  Country  RC&D  recognizes  an  obligation  to  require  safeguards 
that  would  seek  to  avoid  the  confrontations  and  contentions  of 
interest  in  other  philosophies  (read  "western  style  litigation") . 

It  would  be  helpful  if  you  would  send  us  a  copy  of  the  proposals 
to  be  submitted  to  the  public  so  that  our  ultimate  position  may 
be  shaped  by  better  understanding  of  them. 


Sincerely, ^  -  ^ 

Rorbert  L.  Benford,  Vice-Chairman 


SPONSORS  -  Belknap,  Carroll,  Coos,  Grafton  County  Conservation  DistricU 
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General  Federation  Of  Women's  Clubs 
of  Connecticut,  Inc. 


40  Rolling  Hldge  Hoad 
0  range ,  C onnO 64 7 7 


May  29,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Project  Manager 

MWEA  Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

The  Conservation  Department  of  the  GPWC  of  Connecticut  would 
like  to  go  on  record  as  totally  opposed  to  any  diversion  of 
water  from  the  Connecticut  River, 

This  proposed  diversion  could  become  an  environmental  dis- 
aster in  Connecticut.    The  danger  to  the  acquifers,  and  the 
loss  of  fresh  water  from  the  salt  water  intrusion,  plus  the 
threat  to  spawdng  fish  are  serious  problems.  The  stirging  would 
be  disastrous  to  recreation  areas. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  and  the  many  other  possible  areas 
of  environmental  concern,  the  growth  rate  in  Connecticut  is 
nothing  short  of  phenomenal.    And  with  more  houses,  industry, 
people  and  needs,  water  quantity  as  well  as  qua&tty  are  pri- 
ority items  in  our  state  as  well  as  in  Massachusetts. 

I  do  hope  a  solution  to  the  Massachusetts  water  problems  can 
be  found  that  does  not  divert  water  from  the  river  on  its  way 
to  Connecticut. 


Sincerely, 


Edith  Straniti 
General  Federation  of 
Women' s  Clubs  of 
Connecticut 

(Conservation  Dept.  Chmn. ) 


cct Thomas  Morrissey 
DEP-Hartford 


Organized  in  1897 


Cynthia  C.  Wiluvuer 

R.D.  3 

LYME.  CONNECTICUT  06371 
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Dear  Mrs.  Corcoran: 

I  write  to  protest  in  the  strongest  terms  the  salinity 
threat  to  Hamburg  Cove  in  Lyme,   Connecticut  posed  by  the  proposal 
to  divert  Connecticut  River  water  to  Boston. 

The  Cove  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  places  in  this 
country.     I  have  been  visiting  it  for  40  years  and  will  fight 
this  proposal  in  any  way  that  I  can. 

I  am  a  writer/producer  with  the  news  division  of  the  NBC 
television  network.  I  know  many  producers  and  writers  at  the 
other  television  networks. 

If  this  proposal  continues,   I  will  do  all  I  can  to  have 
20/20  or  60  Minutes  or  daily  news  programs  to  do  reports  on  this 
threat  to  an  area  of  pristine  beauty. 


Robert  Kent  Toombs 

5  Peter  Cooper  Road,  Apt. MA 

New  York,  N.Y.  10010 


Adele  Gl  adstone-tSi  1  bert 
Michael  Gilbert 
73  Spaulding  Street 
Amherst,  MA  01002 
(413)  253-2786 


June  I,  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran,   Project  Manager 
MWRA 

20  Somerset  St. 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

As  members  of  the  Massachusetts  Audubon  Society  in  conjunction  Mith  the 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Me  would  like  to  go  on  record  urging  you 
to  reject  efforts  for  unnecessary  diversions  of  the  Connecticut  river,  and  to 
support  funding  for  municipal  water  leak  repair. 

We  will  be  unable  to  attend  the  June  3  hearing  on  this  matter  and  wish  our 
views  to  be  entered  into  the  public  record.  WE  support  and  endorse  the  position 
and  arguments  of  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council. 

Thanks  for  your  consideration, 


Si  ncerel y , 

Adele  Gladstone-Gilbert      Michael  Gilbevi 
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Mrs.  Douglas  R.  Brash 
Foxboro  Point 
Essex,  Connecticut  06426 
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TESTIMONY  ON  CONNECTICUT   RIVER  DIVERSION 

Given  June  3,    1986  in  Northampton,  Massachusetts 
by  John  F.   Reiger,  Connecticut  Audubon  Society  Executive  Director 


I  am  Dr.   John  Reiger,  Executive  Director  of  the  Connecticut  Audubon 
Society.     With  13,000  members,  we  are  one  of  the  largest  environmental 
education-conservation  organizations  in  the  state.     And  one  of  cur 
nature  centers  happens  to  be  in  Glastonbury--  right  on  the  bank  of 
the  Connecticut  River. 

The  primary  concerns  of  Connecticut  Audubon  regarding  the  proposal 
of  divetting  the  wacers  of  the  Connecticut  River  are; 

1.  setting  the  undesirable  precedent  of  out-of  basin 
transfers,  and 

2.  the  lack  of  careful  study  of  the  downstream  impacts 
of  such  a  diversion. 


1.  The  spring  freshet  that  you  want  to  divert  is  necessary  to  carry 
on  certain  biological  processes  such  as  the  replenishment  and 

annual  flushing  of  aquifers  along  the  River,  cleansing  of  the  river 
bottom  of  sludge  deposits,  and  deposition  of  silt  in  flood  zone  areas. 
Reducing  the  flow  of  the  river  during  this  critical  80-day  period 
could  interfere  with  these  beneficial  biological  processes. 

2.  Anadromous  fish  such  as  the  Atlantic  salmon,  shad  and  river  herring 
depend  on  the  spring  freshet  to  locate  the  Connecticut  River  as 

they  return  to  spawn.     As  you  undoubtedly  know,  substantial  financial 
resources  and  a  great  deal  of  effort  have  been  dedicated  to  the 
restoration  of  the  salmon  fishery.     We  should  not  jeopardize  this 
effort  by  potentially  altering  the  water  regime  and  diminishing  the 
freshwater  plume  in  Long  Island  Sound  which  the  salmon  use  as  a  cue  to 
determine  their  ''natal"  river. 

Similarly  the  shad's  behavior  is  directly  related  to  the  location  of 
the  salt  water  v;edge  which  during  the  spring  floods  occurs  at  Old 
Saybrook  at  t"he  mouth  of  the  river,  but  by  mid-summer  can  be  upriver 
by  the  East  Haddam  bridge.-    We  may  suffer  losses  of  this  species  if 
they  are  unable  to  adapt  to  leaving  the  river  system  under  one  set  of 
circumistances  and  returning,   after  five  years,   to  a  situation  where 
the  salt  wedge  is  upriver. 

The  anadromous  species  are  already  subjected  to  the  natural  fluctua- 
tions of  low  flow,  medium  flow  and  high  flow  years.  Presently, 
exiscing  hydro  facilities  add  to  those  fluctuations,   although  they 
maintain  certain  low-flow  requirements.     Additional  fluctuation  and 
a  possible  greater  number  of  low-flow  years  could  have  yet  another 
negative  effect  cn  the  success  of  restoring  the  Atlantic  Salmon  and 
maintaining  healthy  populations  of  other  anadromous  fish. 
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Of  course,  we  can  extrapolate  from  potential  negative  impacts  on  fishes 
to  secondary  effects  on  wildlife  such  as  birds  higher  on  the  food 
chain.     The  return  of  breeding  ospreys  symbolizes  the  return  of  the 
Connecticut  River —  and  the  birds  belong  not  only  to  Connecticut,  but 
to  all  the  states  that  share  the  Valley. 

Connecticut  Audubon  joins  our  sister  conservation  organizations. 
Commissioner  Pac ,  Atto-rney  General  Lieberman,   and  Governor  O'Neill 
in  adamantly  opposing  YOUR  diversion  plan.     Thank  you. 


cc:     Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority v 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 

Stanley  J.  Pac,  Commissioner,  CT  Department  of  Environmental 


Joey  Corcoran,  Connecticut  Audubon  Society 


John  F.  Reiger 
Connecticut  Audubon  Society 
2325  Burr  Street 
Fairfield,  CT  06430 
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322  Prospect  Street 

East  Longmeadow,  MA  01028 


November  18,  1985 


City  Editor 

Springfield  Daily  News 
1860  Main  Street 
Springfield,  MA  01102 

Dear  Sir: 

The  subject  of  taking  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  supplement  the 
ability  to  serve  the  Boston  area  with  more  water  has  approached  its  last 
chance  for  solution. 

A  lot  of  money  and  time  have  been  spent  to  consider  the  diversion 
question  in  every  aspect.  The  MDC  has  been  fair  and  honest  in  conducting 
this  survey.  Every  possible  question  that  can  be  asked  about  the  effects 
of  diversion  has  been  studied  and  answered. 

Let's  be  reasonable.  When  WRA  wants  the  required  water  at  the  time  it 
will  only  take  less  than  2%  of  the  water  flowing  in  the  Connecticut 
River  as  measured  at  the  Turners  Falls  Dam.  The  damage  to  any 
environmental  concerns  and  problems  by  this  diversion  has  been  assumed 
but  has  never  been  proven.  Since  the  average  flow  of  the  Connecticut 
River  is  IC  billion  gallons/day  the  total  amount  of  500  million  is  a 
tiny  part  of  the  10  billion  gallons.  10  billion  gallons  is  about  what 
the  Springfield  Water  System  uses  in  one  year. 

The  important  issue  is  MDC  needs  water.  The  Connecticut  River  with  an 
average  flow  of  10  billion  gallons  a  day  can  provide  Boston  with  the 
water  it  will  need  in  the  future.  This  without  any  damage  to  the  future 
needs  of  the  valley  if  indeed  there  are  any. 

The  impression  I  got  when  talking  to  people  here  is  that  they  have  been 
led  to  believe  that  the  MDC  will  dry  up  the  Connecticut  River.  This  of 
course  is  incorrect.  The  MDC  in  my  opinion  will  never  need  more  than  500 
million  gallons  from  this  source.  The  eastern  part  of  the  state  must 
have  water  if  it  is  to  increase  industrial  and  commercial  activities. 
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The  MDC  had  to  go  west  for  water  starting  back  in  the  early  1900 's. 
Boston  in  1854  was  supplied  with  water  from  a  large  reservoir  in 
Framingham.  Our  City  in  1906  went  to  Granville  30  miles  west  to  get 
water,  large  water  suppliers  must  go  where  the  water  is.  A  good  example 
is  Los  Angeles  that  went  1000  miles  north  in  California  to  provide  water 
for  its  growing  population.  If  the  MDC  cannot  supply  the  needs  of  the 
eastern  part  of  the  state,  then  the  business  climate  will  slow  down. 
When  this  happens  we,  in  the  valley,  will  feel  the  repercussions. 

Supplying  water  to  Boston  and  the  east  is  a  state  problem.  Boston  will 
not  need  more  water  but  there  are  many  eastern  towns  that  need  and  want 
additional  supply  to  allow  them  to  grow.  Ground  water  is  not  a 
dependable  source  of  supply  with  the  great  spread  of  ground 
contamination  due  to  toxic  waste  dumps. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  C.  Karalekas 
Retired  Chief 
Water  Engineer 
City  of  Springfield 
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Connecticut  Marine  Trades  Association,  Inc. 
P.O.   Box  366 
Essex,  Connecticut  06426 

June  3,  1986 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

c/o  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Project  Manager 

20  Somerset  St.   8th  Floor 

Boston,   MA  02108 

Testimony  presented  to  the  MWRA,  June  3,   1986,  Public  Hearing  on  Proposal 
to  Divert  the  Connecticut  River,  Northampton,  MA. 

Presented  by:  Robert  T.  Crook,  Lobbyist,  CT  Marine  Trades  Assoc. 

The  CT  Marine  Trades  Assoc.   is  an  interest  group,   comprised  of  250+  marine 
related  businesses,   supporting  conservation  of  natural  resources  and 
recreation,  with  particular  emphasis  on  Long  Island  Sound  and  feeder 
rivers . 

We  are  opposed  to  any  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  to  include  the 
Millers/Tully  Rivers. 

Water  Diversion  in  any  form  from  any  river  must  have  an  ecological  impact. 
Marine  Trades  members  and  boating  recreationalists  in  CT  are,  and  I  cannot 
state  this  strongly  enough,  simply  appalled  that  potential  ecological 
impacts  on  the  CT  river  in  both  MA  and  CT,   but  particularly  CT,  have  not 
been  comprehensively  studied. 

Conflicting  statements  from  the  consultants  that  prepared  the  CT  River 
Diversion  option  and  the  summary  reports  are  sufficient  to  cast  doubt  on 
what  the  real  impact  will  be.  The  first  stated  no  downstream  impact  aside 
from  minor  water  fluctuation  in  the  immediate  area;   the  second,  that 
pumping  will  extend  beyond  the  immediate  area,  potentially  extending  to  LI 
Sound.  Using  common  sense,  the  pumping  of  20%  of  river  flow  during 
specified  periods,  dictates  some  potentially  significant  environmental  and 
recreational  impacts. 

We  are  concerned  with: 

Salt  Water  intrusion;  Reduced  fresh  water  flow  may  allow  salt  water  to 
travel  further  up  the  river  from  the  Sound.  Acquifers,  fisheries,  fauna 
and  flora  would  be  affected. 


c 


Surging:   Pumping  20%  of  flow  could  affect  the  70+  treatment  plants'  waste 
assimilation,   fisheries,  estuarine  processes  and  recreation. 

Decreased  Freshet  Flow:  May  reduce  the  plume  of  the  CT  river  into  LI  Sound 
which  acts  as  a  beacon  for  anadromous  fish.   It  should  be  noted  that  MA  & 
CT  have  spent  millions  of  dollars  on  Salmon  restoration. 

We  sympathize  with  Boston  in  their  lack  of  drinking  water,  but  there  are 
other  solutions.  We  note  that  1/3  of  all  water  currently  delivered  to  the 
system  is  lost,  which  is  well  above  the  industry  standard.  We  would 
suggest  water  conservation,  adoption  of  other  alternatives,  and  most 
important,  correction  of  the  water  loss.   It  is  outrageous  to  ask  for  more 
when  what  you  have  is  improperly  used. 

We  recognize  that  both  financially  and  politically,   the  bottom  line  is 
dollars.  Diversion  is  obviously  the  cheapest  solution  in  a  financial 
sense,  but  we  are  appalled  by  the  lack  of  consideration  for  potential 
environmental  and  recreational  impacts,  consideration  of  your  neighbors, 
and  apparent  long-term  neglect  of  your  water  system. 

Politically,  diversion  is  not  so  easy.  That's  why  we  are  here — to  demand 
appropriate  corrective  action  to  the  current  system  before  chaos  is 
wreaked  upon  the  environment,  your  down  stream  neighbors,  and  the  people 
of  Western  Massachusetts. 

Until  those  actions  are  accomplished,  the  CT  River  diversion  or  the 
Mil lers/Tully  diversions  should  not  be  considered  as  options. 

Thank  you. 


Robert  T.  Crook 

Lobbyist 

408  Copse  Rd. 

Madison, CT.  06443 

(203)  245-9409 
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George  Wal  1 

Candidate  for  State  Representdt,i ve  -  2nd  Hampshire  District 

I  share  the.  opinion  held  by  the  present  Western  Massdcliusetts 
legislators  that  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  water  to 
Quabbin  Reservoir  is  not  a  viable  alternative  to  solving  present  or 
future  problems. 

Although  there  may  be  differences  of  opinion  about  the  extent  of 
the  problem,  there  seems  little  doubt  that  a  problem  does  exist  and 
must  be  addressed. 

The  emphasis  placed    on  solving  this  problem  has  been  primarily 
directed  toward  a  technical  or  political  solution.    We  have  heard  many 
challenges  to  the  technical  findings.    The  political  aspect  of  this 
problem  seems  to  be  leading  us  toward  pitting  Eastern  Massachusetts, 
the  prime  user  of  the  water,  against  Western  Massachusetts,  the 
supplier  of  the  water. 

It  is  time  we  started  looking  at  this  problem,  not  just  as  a  way 
to  replenish  wasted  water,  but  instead  as  a  way  to  deal  with  the 
conservation  of  resources;  that  is,  how  we  can  conserve  water  and 
preserve  the  resources  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley  generally. 

The  solution  to  this  problem  is  not  merely  the  plugging  of  leaks 
as  is  called  for,  in  part,  under  the  "Demand  Management  Alternative," 
or  even  a  campaign  to  educate  people  on  conserving    water.    What  is 
needed  is  a  concerted  effort  to  bring  about  a  complete  change  in 
attitude  by  the  public  toward  ALL  our  precious  resources  INCLUDING 
water.    We  must  mount  a  major,  long-range  effort  to  show  all  our 
citizens,  through  the  use  of  factual  information,  that: 

We  can  no  longer  indiscriminately  bury  our  waste 

We  can  no  long  indiscriminately  emit  pollutants  into 

the  air 

We  carv  no  longer  indiscriminately  pour  chemicals  over  our 
land  and  polutants  into  our  oceans 

AND  we  can  no  longer  indiscriminately  use  water! 

If  we  start  now  to  pay  more  attention  to  the  content  of  the 
education  curriculum  in  our  schools  and  concentrate  on  a  general 
effort  to  make  everyone  more  aware  that  life  styles  may  have  to  change 
and  attitudes  may  have  to  shift,  we  may  not  need  to  face  a  shortage 
of  150  million  gallons  a  day  by  the  year  2020. 

The  solution  is  not  going  to  be  found  by  pitting  Eastern 
Massachusetts  against  Western  Massachusetts.    It  is  going  to  be  found 
by  both  sections  of  the  state  working  for  a  common  solution.  With 
some  modification  to  the  "Demand  Management  Alternative"  and  a  serious 
dialog  between  eastern  and  western  legislators,  this  problem  can  be 
solved. 
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STATEMENT  ON   OPTIONS   FOR  WATER   SUPPLY   FOR  THE  METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT 
Edward  R.   Kaynor*  Assistant   to   the  Director 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Research  Center 
University  of  Massachusetts*  Amherst 
June  3.  1986 

At  this  point,  the  Water  Resources  Research  Center  believes  it 
would  be  most  useful  to  present  three  key  questions*  answers  to 
which  might  help  the  Authority  to  evaluate  the  water  supply  alterna- 
tives presented  by  its  consultants.  These  three  questions  are  as 
follows  . 

1.  Xa.  egnstruction  a£.  augmentation  facllit ies  Lo.  Aitaance  ol.  need  A 
practical  neceaaity ? 

Both  managers  and  consumers  are  predisposed  to  think  in  terms 
of  supply  adequacy.  From  a  managerial  perspective  it  is  better  to 
be  safe  than  sorry.  Indeed,  managers  are  charged  with  responsibil- 
ity to  provide  enough  water,   and  consumers  demand  it. 

But  such  a  view  is  economically  and  environmentally  flawed. 
Economically,  it  is  expensive  to  provide  excess  water  now.  if  it 
won't  be  used  until  later  or.  perhaps,  never.  Environmentally,  the 
practice  of  dealing  with  demand  as  need  encourages  waste  and  ineffi- 
cient use.  thus  using  up  resources  and  increasing  the  deleterious 
volume  of  waste  water  discharges.  The  practice  of  meeting  "demand** 
reduces   incentive  to  produce  inventive  means   for  conserving  water. 

Both  Massachusetts  law  and  the  reports  under  consideration  here 
give  high  priority  to  conservation  alternatives.  But  conservation 
is  not  fostered  by  provision  of  ample  supply.  I  do  not  believe 
these  study  reports  have   looked  thoroughly  enough  into  (a)   the  posi- 
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tive  consequences  of  encoaraging  conservation  by  purposely  limiting 
supply  or  (b)  the  feasibility  of  shortening  the  lead  time  between 
choice  of  an  alternative  and  its  accomplishment  when  legitimate  need 
calls  for  supply  amplification. 

2.  regional    should  water   aUPPly  1^? 

Massachusetts  was  an  early  leader  among  states  in  creation  of 
metropolitan  public  services.  In  some  areas  of  service  this  is  clear- 
ly desirable.  Local  autonomy  is  a  poor  form  of  public  administra- 
tion when  one  town  creates  an  industrial  zone  next  to  a  residential 
development  in  an  neighboring  community.  Regional  transportation 
planning  is  clearly  called  for  when  many  people  live  in  a  suburb  and 
commute  to  work  in  a  central  city.  It  is  counterproductive  for  a 
local  jurisdiction  with  ample  water  resources  to  deny  use  of  those 
resources   to  a  neighboring  water-deficient  community. 

Howevert  from  a  strictly  economic  viewpoint*  regiona 1 izat ion  of 
water  supply  should  be  limited.  When  regiona 1 izat ion  becomes  large- 
scale*  economies  of  scale  do  not  make  up  for  the  high  cost  of  physi- 
cally tr'ansporting  water  over  long  distances.  The  present  Metropol- 
itan water  supply  system  has  grown  largely  by  reluctant  acquiescences. 
Most  communities  joined  the  system  as  an  unavoidable  rather  than  as 
a  desirable  alternative*  because  there  were  cheaper  (albeit  less 
adequate)  ways  to  get  municipal  water.  Their  joining  MDC  was 
related  to  either  inadequate  local  water  quality  and  quantity  or  to 
legislation  which  required  them  to  join.  From  an  economic  point  of 
view*    the  Authority  might  wish   to    look   into  ways  of  breaking  up  the 
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present  Metropolitan  system  rather  than  expanding  it. 

It  is  true  that  the  reports  under  consideration  here  appear  to 
seek  maximum  rehabilitation  of  local  sources.  But  the  reports  do 
not  deal  with  the  possibility  of  system  decentralization  as  a 
managerial  option,  (incidentally*  a  similar  approach  in  sewerage 
might  at  least  reduce  the  Boston  Harbor  sewage  problem  with  less 
awesome  fiscal  consequences.) 


CQncems  ? 

The  proposals  under  consideration  pay  considerable  attention  to 
the  Commonwealth's  growing  awareness  of  water  supply  contamination. 
This  is  certainly  true  of  the  sections  dealing  with  rehabilitation 
of  abandoned  or  underutilized  local  supply  sources  and  with 
anticipated  additions  to  the  system  in  the  future.  Howevert  the 
proposals  treat  lightly  such  things  as  the  assimilative  capacity  of 
Quabbin  Reservoir  and  the  increased  speed  of  eutrophicat ion  of  the 
system's  major  supply  source. 

The  Authority's  watershed  areas  are  we  1  1 -po 1  iced.  MDC  has 
created  a  manmade  environmental  treasure  trove  in  Central  Massachu- 
setts. It  has  always  reacted  negatively  to  suggested  recreational 
development  of  the  Reservation.  Residents  in  the  central  and 
western  sections  of  Massachusetts  applaud  MDC's  creation  and 
unyielding  protection  of  this  wild*  scenic*  and  unique  environmental 
haven  of  Quabbin  Reservation. 
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It  is  therefore  a  source  of  mystery  to  many  of  us  that  among 
the  alternatives  in  these  planning  reports  are  suggested  diversions 
of  river  water  to  Quabbin  Reservoir  without  significant  treatment. 
In  the  first  place*  such  an  action  appears  to  be  clearly  illegal  in 
light  of  Massachusetts'  nondegr adat ion  Code  (314  CMR  4.04).  But  of 
even  greater  significance  is  the  public's  growing  awareness  of  water 
supply  contamination.  The  Swift  River  diversion  of  the  1930*8  came 
about  precisely  because  of  the  Commonwealth's  search  for  virgin* 
upland  water  supply  sources.  To  now  suggest  the  outright 
contamination  of  this  Class  A  water  with  Class  B  Connecticut  or 
Millers  River  water  is  a  reversal  of  policy  which  seems  to  demon- 
strate a  lack  of  awareness  of  public  attitudes  toward  water  quality. 
If  Metropolitan  area  residents  are  prohibited  by  law  from  drinking 
glasses  of  Class  B  water*  should  not  the  Authority's  major  supply 
source  be  denied  the  fate  of  "drinking"*  miiliiiaA  Q.L  g.&l.l.SlIi&  of 
inferior  water? 
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June   3,  1986 


My  name   is  Coleen  Withgott.    I   am  president  of   the  Allen  Bird 
Club  of  Springfield,   which  owns   the  Fannie  Stebbins  Memorial 
Wildlife  Refuge   in  Longmeadow.   The  Stebbins  Refuge 
encompasses  325  acres  of  floodplain  habitat  and  two  miles  of 
Connecticut  River  shoreline.    It  provides  important 
habitat   for  resident  wildlife  and   for  migratory  birds,  many 
of  which  depend  upon  the  river  and   its  associated  marshes. 

I  am  speaking   tonight  because  the  Allen  Bird  Club  believes 
that   the  Connecticut  River  Alternative  does  not  fully 
address  the  ecological  consequences  of  skimming  off  the 
so-called   "excess"  flood  waters.   For  example,   what  changes 
will  occur  in  water  quality  down  in  our  area,   at  the 
Connecticut  state  line?     How  will  changes  in  water  quality 
affect  aquatic  life,   and  the  animals  that  depend  upon  it? 
Will  we  lose  the  spring  floods  that  perennially  wash  over 
cur  floodplain,   enriching  the  soil  and  replenishing  the  marshes 

These  questions  and  others  like  them  must  be  fully  answered 
by  exhaustive  ecological  studies  before  the  Connective  River 
Alternative  can  be  considered  as  a  viable  option  for  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority. 
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SUZANNE  C  WILKINS 


Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  Hearing 

June  3,  1986 

Good  evening.     My  name  is  Suzanne  Wilkins.     I  am  Executive 
Director  of  the  Farmington  River  Watershed  Association,  a  32 
year  old  conservation  organization  with  a  membership  of  some 
1200  persons  from  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts. 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  speak  this  evening.  FRWA 
is  thoroughly  acquainted  with  diversion  proposals,  as  we  were 
the  prime  opponent  in  1981  to  the   (Hartford)  MDC's  proposal  to 
divert  19  billion  gallons  annually  from  the  Farmington  for 
water  supply.     While  that  proposal  was  defeated  by  Hartford 
MDC  customers  2  to  1  at  the  polls,  Farmington  River  diversion 
still  remains  as  one  option  for  expanded  water  supply  for 
Connecticut's  Capitol  Region.     Our  organization  remains  vig- 
ilant so  as  to  insure  that  that  kind  of  resource  squandering 
never  occurs. 

The  Farmington  River  Watershed  Association  strongly 
supports  the  proposed  demand  management  alternative.  Both 
leak  detection  and  water  conservation  programs  for  Metropol- 
itan Boston  must  be  expanded,  so  that  new  supply  would  be 
unnecessary  in  the  forseeable  future. 

FRWA  is  particularly  familiar  with  water  conservation, 
as  we  have  recently  implemented  a  major  program  in  which  we 
work  directly  with  large  users  in  Hartford  to  decrease  their 
consiamption,  via  undertaking  audits,  educating  and  encouraging 
retrofitting.  Last  fall  we  cosponsored  a  statewide  water 
conservation  conference  with  the  Connecticut  DEP. 

749  HOPMEADOW  STREET     •      SIMSBURY,  CONNECTICUT  06070     •     (203)  658-M42 
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"A  gallon  of  water  saved  through  a  conservation  effort  is 
equal  in  value  to  a  gallon  derived  from  a  new  water  source: 
in  both  instances,  a  gallon  of  water  has  been  added  to  the 
total  supply  and  is  available  for  use.     Yet  a  gallon  saved 
through  a  conservation  plan  which  produces  no  user  inconvenience 
is  far  less  expensive  than  a  gallon  of  new  supply. That 
quote  was  taken  from  a  March,   1986  hearing  on  a  Connecticut 
application.     I  would  like  to  submit  it  into  the  record,  as 
it  contains  solid  water  conservation  information  and  statis- 
tics.    Whether  Oakland,  California  or  Orlando,  Florida,  sub- 
stantial savings  can  be  achieved  through  a  meaningful  water 
conservation  program  for  metropolitan  areas. 

Leakage  -  If  one  half  of  Boston's  current  leakage  were 
stopped,  none  of  this  would  be  necessary.     Sure  it  will  be 
costly,  but  it  can  be  done.     Most  major  city  systems  can  and 
do  achieve  a  loss  rate  below  the  generally  acceptable  level 
of  10%.     Whether  Boston's  loss  is  30  -  40  -  or  50%  is  impos- 
sible to  say,  since  the  downtown  area,  I  understand,  has  not 
been  surveyed.     Perhaps  the  actual  amount  isn't  even  all  that 
necessary  to  determine.     What  does  make  sense,  though,  is  a 
comprehensive  leak  detection  and  repair  program  for  the  City. 

The  Farmington  River  Watershed  Association  finds  it 
difficult  to  see  how  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Auth- 
ority can,  in  good  conscience,  consider  any  diversion  alter- 
native -  an  unnecessary  taking  of  an  existing,  valued  resource 
-  without  first  implementing  demand  management  practices. 

As  far  as  the  Connecticut  River  alternative  is  concerned, 
there  are  simply  too  many  unanswered  questions  at  this  time: 

"How  do  you  plan  to  change  the  detaining  gates  manually 
every  two  to  three  minutes? 

"What  about  the  downsteam  effect?    Clearly  there  are  some, 
as  verified  by  the  Summary  Report  consultants. 

°What  are  the  effects  of  surging? 

°What  are  the  effects  on  water  quality,  on  fisheries? 

"Why  wasn't  demographic  modeling  used  for  need  projections? 
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°What  about  the  proposed  introduction  of  Connecticut 
River  water  with  its  high  phosphorous  levels  into 
Quabbin  Reservoir  and  the  resulting  effect  on  eutro- 
phication? 

The  Farmington  River  Watershed  Association  urges  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  select  the  demand 
management  alternative. 


Thank  you. 


William  Nechamen,  Policy  Analyst  for  the  New  York  State 
Senate  Research  Service,  March  17,  1986. 
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Glastonbury,  Rocky  Hil^^  ^$t{»|»6l'^  Road 


Correspondence 

400  Hartford  Avenue 
Wethersfieid,  Conn.  06109 
Telephone:  529-0263 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  MA  02108 


ConnectiWethersf ield,  CT  06109 
June  3,  198S 


Dues  and  Contributions 

Glastonbury,  Conn.  06033 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

This  letter  is  written  in  opposition  r,Q  the  proposal  to  divert  the  Connecticut 
River  into  the  Quabtin  Reservoir  at  Northfield,  MA.  The  Great  Meadows 
Conservation  Trust,  Inc.,  is  a  land  trust-  formed  in  1968  to  preserve  the  open 
space  and  agricultural  values  cf  the  Connecticut  River  floodplain  in  the  towns 
of  Glastonbury,  Rocky  Hill,  and  Wethersield,  Connecticut.  At  present  we  own  or 
control  more  that  SO  acres  of  floodplain  and  are  particulary  sensitive  to 
anything  which  appears  to  affect  the  :l:w  of  the  Connecticut  River,  especially 
as  that  change  may  affect  farming,  wildlife,  erosion  patterns,  flooding,  and  so 
f^rth. 

We  are  opposed  to  any  diversijn  of  Connecticut;-  River  water  anywhere  in  the 
watershed  until  such  time  as  the  several  states  of  the  watershed  have  agreed 
upon  a  plan  of  allocation.  Such  allocation  must  n;t  only  include  allocation  of 
daily  volume  of  water,  but  must  take  into  account  the  seasonal  and  unpredictably 
occassional  variations  in  flew  rate  to  whicn  the  river  is  subject. 

In  the  absence  of  any  allocation  agreement,  the  adoption  of  the  proposal  would 
not  be  in  the  Trust's  interest.  Secondly,  the  possibility  of  "surging",  as 
described  in  the  Announcement  dated  May  12,  1555,  by  the  Cepart-ent  :f 
Snvironmental  Protection,  State  of  CT,  reveals  that  the  present  proposal  may  be 
incompatible  with  the  traditi:nal  uses  of  the  Con-ectiout  River  floodplain  in 
the  three  towns. 

We  understand  that  a  pressing  need  for  the  diverted  water  ejiists  in  the  Boston 
area.  We  also  understand  that  many  customers  in  tne  Boston  area  are  not 
metered,  but  consume  un<nown  quantities  cf  water  ::r  :i;:ed  rates.  We  also 
understand  that  unrepaired  leaks  in  the  water  mains  and  pipes  in  the  Boston  area 
are  now  losing  annually  a  volume  of  water  equal ing".frin^  p-  that  expected  by 
Connecticut  River  diversion.  If  these  understandin's  are  true,  then  Boston  is 
not  so  needy  as  the  Summary  Report  would  have  us  believe. 

I  thank  you  for  your  attention. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Frank  M.  Child,  President 

Great  Meadows  Conservation  Trust,  Inc. 
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Board  of  Directors  ----- 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
c/o  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
100  Fi  rst  Ave . 
Charles  town,  MA 

Dear  Board  of  Directors: 

The  following  comments  are  being  submitted  for  your  consideration 
as  you  undertake  a  review  of  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental    Impact  Report  2020. 

As    the  elected  officials  of  Franklin  County,   representing  26 
communities  with  a  population  of    64,868     ,  we  have  unanimously 
resolved  to  call   upon  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  work 
to  assure  that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  any  of  the  rivers  cited 
in  the  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  MWRA.     Furthermore,   the  Franklin 
County  Planning  Board,  composed  of  representatives  from  Franklin 
County  communities  is  unanimous  in  its  opposition  to  augmenting 
supplies  by  means  of  inter-basin  transfer.     The  Franklin  County 
Commissioners  recognize  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority's 
responsibility  in  assessing  the  future  water  supply  needs  of  the  state 
and  developing  policies  which  assure  both  the  long-term  availability 
of  adequate  supplies  and  the  maintenance  of  satisfactory  water  quality 
for  the  widest  range  of  uses.    We  believe  that  this  responsibility 
dictates  a  careful  evaluation  of  all  water  supply  policies  that  may 
have  been  inherited  from  the  Metropolitan  District  Commission  and  that 
may  still  be  operative. 

The  decision  by  the  MWRA  Directors  to  complete  the  five  year  study 
begun  by  the  MDC  should  not  imply  automatic  continuation  of  MOC  policies 
in  the  review  of  the  study.     The  Summary  Report's  cover  letter  states 
that  the  Board  of  Directors  "has  not  yet  reviewed  it  or  accepted 
any  of  the  conclusions  contained  in  it."    Our  concern,  nevertheless, 
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arises  from  the  lack  of  any  detailed  explanation  by  the  MWRA 
Directors  regarding  the  policies  they  will   use  to  judge  not  only  the 
adequaey  of  the  study's  investigation  of  the  impacts  of  alternative 
means  to  meet  water  supply  needs,  but  the  ass  umpt  i  ons  underlying  the 
study's  choice  of  alternative  means.     In  other  words,  we  question 
the  entire  framework  of  the  study's  investigation  of  options. 

In  order  for  the  MWRA  to  earn  the  public's  confidence  during  the 
review  process,   it  would  be  helpful   to  establish  the  principles  on 
which  the  Directors  will  evaluate  the  usefulness  and  applicability 
of  the  study.     A  distinction  should  be  made  between  those  policies 
that  originally  guided  the  study,  and  those  which  the  MWRA  will  use 
in  their  decision-making  process.     Public  comments  on  the  amounts  of 
water  the  Authority  should  be  planning  to  provide  and  the  criteria 
to  be  used  in  choosing  MWRA  actions  should  not  be  limited  to  the 
present  scope  of  study. 

THE  LONG  RANGE  SUPPLY  STUDY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL   IMPACT  REPORT  2020 
IS  OBSOLETE 

Recent  legislative  actions  that  recommend  and/or  require  substantial 
changes  in  institutional  responsibilities  and  powers  must  be  studied 
for  their  potential  application  to  meeting  water  supply  needs. 

Paramount  attention  needs  to  be  given  to  the  implementation  of  the 
Interbasin  Transfer  Act.     The  provisions  of  that  legislation  are 
currently  not  factored  Into  the  study's  assessments.     How  will  the 
mandates  and  regulations  of  that  Act  be  applied  to  the  choice  of 
alternatives?     For  example,   information  should  be  developed  on  the 
possible  consequences  (costs,  savings,  changes  in  water  demand)  of  the 
implementation  of  that  Act,  as  well  as  the  possible  effects  of 
independent  actions  that  might  be  taken  by  member  communities. 

Also,   the  effects  of  implementation  of  the  Water  Management  Act 
(Ch.  21  G)  are  not  evaluated  for  the  relevance  to  MWRA  actions.  These 
two  respective  pieces  of  legislation  have  bearing  on  the  2020  Study. 

New  Legislative  Initlati ves  Are  Needed 

Given  the  limits  of  the  study's  scope  of  research,  which  precluded 
a  thorough  examination  of  the  combination  of  measures  for  solving 
future  water  needs  wi  thout  tapping  on  supplies  outside  of  the  user 
areas,  the  MWRA  Is  placed  in  the  position  of  bailing  out  member 
communities  by  diversion  alternatives.     While  recent  legislation 
paves  the  way  for  a  more  realistic  solution,  the  mandates  of  these 
acts  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled,  nor  have  appropriations  been  forth- 
coming to  Implement  them,     iiajor  financial  support  and  enactment  of 
water  conservation  programs  at  the  local   level  need  to  occur  in  order 
to  Implement  a  total  program  of  water  supply  reliability  without 
resorting  to  diversion  plans.     Such  actions  depend  on  state  and  local 
commitments  not  yet  in  evidence. 


The  MWRA  carries  the  role  of  leadership  in  garnering  this  commitment:. 
The  Directors  must  expand  the  study  to  incorporate  essential  features 
of  a  long-range  water  supply  program:     prevention  of  detrimental 
encroachment  on  local  Supplies,  development  of  supplemental  local 
supplies,   institution  of  system-wide  metering,  establishment  of  a 
comprehensive  data  base  to  analyze  supply  and  demand  factors,  and 
design  and  implementation  of  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  basic 
infrastructure. 

Def  i  c  iencies  In  Information  On  Which  to  Make  Selection  Decisions 

As  it  now  reads,  the  Summary  Report  is  particularly  deficient  in 
data  collection  on  which  to  base  conclusions  concerning  environmental 
impacts  of  the  various  alternatives  proposed.     There  is  no  discussion, 
for  instance,  of  the  comb  i  ned  impacts  on  the  Millers  and  Connecticut 
Rivers,  should  both  sources  be  considered  for  augmentation  purposes. 

Latest  water  quality  measurements  appear  to  be  5  or  6  years  old, 
and  are  not  extensive.     Data  for  certain  categories  of  contamination 
are  absent:  organics,  metals,   radioactive.    What  bearing  will   the  soon- 
to-be-  re  1  eased  federal  drinking  water  standards  (including  84  new 
substances),  have  on  the  criteria  for  acceptable  water  quality  in 
source  waters? 

The  quality  of  source  water  criteria,  discussed  on  p.   114  of  the 
Summary  Report,  when  applied  to  the  Millers  River  or  Mi  1 1 ers/Tu I  I y 
Rivers  alternatives,   ranks  those  alternatives  as  causing  low  adverse 
impacts  from  "potential  episodic  event  susceptibility,"  yet  this 
assessment  is  based  on  very  limited  quantitative  data  on  future  land 
use  and  population  in  the  watershed. 

Projected  long-term  changes  in  land  uses  for  the  three  specific 
time  periods  are  currently  not  available.    Therefore,  estimates  of 
non-point    source  loading  changes  cannot  be  made.     State  economic 
development  policy  that  targets  the  Mi  1 1 ers/Tul 1 y  area  for  increased 
development  has  not  been  factored  into  the  study.     Industrial  point 
sources  of  pollution  could  increase,  depending  on  certain  circumstances, 
yet  the  impacts  on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  do  not  take  this 
risk  into  account. 

The  statement  (on  p.    ]]k)   that  "Water  quality  is  maintained  under 
the  Connecticut  River  alternative  and  the  Millers  River  alternative 
because  of  the  assimilative  and  dilution  capacity  of  Quabbin  Reservoir, 
thus  no  water  treatment  is  required,"  Is  not  sufficiently  documented 
by  research  findings.    The  dilution  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  requires 
further  analysis.    Moreover,  costs  of  more  advanced  pre-trea tment  need 
to  be  estimated.     Can  these  costs  be  determined  in  advance  of  a  situation 
in  which  the  self-purification  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  is 
exceeded? 

Discussion  of  minimum  flow  regulations  assumes  a  predicted  level  of 
demand  will  not  be  exceeded.     However,   if  demand  were  underestimated,  at 
what  point  would  minimum  flow  regulations  be  relaxed? 
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Neglect  of  the   Interactions  Between  Surface  and  Groundwater  Supplies 
and  Land  Use  Acti vi  ties 

Experiences  in  several   Franklin  and  Hampshire  County  communities 
where  groundwater  used  for  water  supplies  has  been  contaminated  by 
local   land  use  activities,  point  to  the  vulnerability  of  water 
Supplies  when  adjacent  to  land  uses,  whether  urban  or  rural.  (See 
attached  map).     Insufficient  attention  Is  given  to  potential  impacts 
on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  were  a  major  adverse  development 
to  take  place  in  close  proximity  to  rivers. 

According  to  DEQE  records,  controls  enacted  at  the  local  level 
to  protect  surface  and  groundwaters  are  neither  comprehensive  nor 
in  effect  in  many  towns  throughout  the  western  Massachusetts  river 
basins  (Division  of  Water  Supply,  May,  1986). 

Discussion  is  inadequate  regarding  the  water  supply  needs  of 
the  residents  of  the  watersheds  proposed  as  augmented  supp 1  i es .  If 
Connecticut  Valley  population  growth  accelerates  the  demand  for  water 
supplies  and  increases  the  volume  of  waste  water  in  the  supply  basins, 
how  will   the  environmental  health  of  Franklin  County  communities  be 
affected?    There  does  not  appear  to  be  an  accounting  of  the  projected 
water  supply  needs  of  Franklin  County  water  supply  authorities.  The 
location  of  surface  water  that  may  interact  with  local  water  supply 
wells  has  not  been  documented  to  any  great  extent.     If  river  flows 
were  reduced,  how  would  groundwater  recharge  be  affected?  Projected 
demand  by  Franklin  County  towns  for  surface  water  supplies  for 
drinking  water  needs  to  be  analyzed.     For  example,  what  conditions 
might  require  the  use  of  Ct.  River  water  to  supplement  supplies  of 
watershed  communities? 

Other  Areas  of  Concern  Receiving  Little  or  No  Attention 

Given  that  non-residential  use  of  water  is  predicted  to  be  the 
greatest  consumer  of  water  in  the  next  40  years,  the  criteria  for 
reduced  demand  should  Include  water  audits  for  commercial,  industrial, 
and  institutional  users;  cost/benefit  analysis  should  be  applied  to 
potential   installation  of  watersavlng  measures. 

The  study  estimates  employment  impacts  from  the  non-action 
alternative,  but  lacks  estimates  on  job  type  and  number  of  jobs 
created  from  stepped  up  repair  and  maintenance  of  existing  systems 
and  development  of  local  water  supplies. 

Given  that  the  study  is  predicated  on  a  kO  year  planning  period, 
to  what  degree  do  any  of  the  proposed  alternatives  increase  the 
vulnerability  to  shortages,  or  susceptibility  to  environmental 
problems,  after  the  year  2020?     In  other  words,  what  set  of  actions 
give  greater  flexibility  In  providing  future  supply? 

The  estimated  accuracy  of  cost  estimates  varies      30%  and  should 
not  be  used  as  the  deciding  factor  when  formulating  a  water  supply  plan 


Concerns  of  the  WSCAC,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council  and 
the  Millers  River  Watershed  Council   Should  be  Addressed 

We  endorse  the  positions  of  these  organizations   in  questioning 
the  diversion  proposals.     Much  time  and  effort  have  been  devoted  to 
examining  the  complexities  of  the  impacts  of  water  augmentation 
alternatives.     The  critical  comments  presented  by  these  groups  should 
receive  utmost  attention. 

in  Conclusion 

Local  needs  for  technical,  planning,  and  management  solutions 
to  local  water  supply  and  water  resource  problems  are  not  clearly 
satisfied  by  techniques  which  have  proven  successful  at  the  regional 
scale  in  the  past,  e.g.,  structural  water  supply  options  developed 
by  consulting  engineers.     The  MWRA  has  the  responsibility  to  explore 
these  techniques,  and  most  importantly,  ensure  that  they  are  implemen 


Respectfully  submitted. 


Francis  R.  Pleasant,  Chairman 


Everett  B.  Hatch 


FRANKLIN  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 
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99   Red   Fox  Drive 
Feedirig  Hills,    MA  01030 
June   7,  1936 

Dear   Ms.  Corcoran, 

I   arn  writing  this   letter   to  protest   the  possible  diversion  of 
the  Connecticut  River    into   the  Quabbin   to  supply  Boston  with  water. 

Being  a  resident  o-f   western  Massachusettes   I   am  opposed  on  two 
basic  grounds. 

The  -first   is  a  continued  -feeling  that   the  western  region  o-f  the 
commonwealth   is  nothing  more  than  a  source  o-f   revenue  and  natural 
resources   that   has  been   created   -for   the  sole  pleasure  o-f   the  eastern 
region,    especially  Boston. 

It   is   quite  maddening  to  be  viewed   as  someone  o-f  limited 
intelligence  with  deminished  mental   capacities.      You  may  scoff  at 
the  notion  but   I   have  encountered  enough  people  from  the  east  who 
have  this  very  view  of   the  western  region. 

The  arrogance  of   the  MDC   has  been   quite  evident    in    its  dealings 
with   this  region.      Their  behavior  most  certainly  won't    improve  with 
this  diversion  project. 

More   importantly   is  the  ecological   damage  that  could  result 
from  water  diversion.     To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  no  extensive 
studies  have  been  completed  on   the  possible   intrusion  of   salt  water 
in   the   lower   river,    build  up   of   harmful   bacteria  due   to  deminished 
water  volume,    and   especially   the  effect   the  diversion   will    have  on 
the  shad  and  salmon  spawning  habits. 


These  are  just   a  +ew  reasons  why   I   am  opposed   to   the  diversion 
o-f   the  Connecticut  River.      I-f   Boston   wants  water   then   fix   the  leaks 
in   the  water   system-don ' t   say    it   can't   be  done.      Any  project- o+  that 
type    is  leasable  -from  an   engineering  point   of  view. 

1+  you  want  proof   take  a   look  at  the  new  underground  system 
being  constructed    in  New  York. 

Conservation  may  be  another   approach.      Don't    let  western 
Massachuset tes ,    Connecticut,    and  New  York   suffer  because  of  the 
unwillingness  of   the  Boston   area  to   "bite   the  bullet." 

As  I   stated  earlier   it    is  time  that  Boston  and   its  suburbs 
realize  that  we  aren't  available  as  expendable  resources  for  their 
p 1 easur e . 

Be  assured  we  won't  sit  back  and  allow  our  beautiful   river  to 
be  destroyed. 


Regards , 


Timothy  McGrew 
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ThB  CONSERVATION  and  RESEARCH  FOUNDATION 


INCORPORATED 


RICHARD  H  GOODWIN,  President 
Call  Box.  Connecticut  College 
New  London.  Connecticut  06320 


BELTON  A  COPP  Trustee 
Old  Lyme.  Connecticut 


JOHN  R  JOHNSTON.  Treasurer  4  Clerk 
Warner  4  SlacKpole 
28  State  Street 
Boston.  Massachusetts  02109 


RICHARD  H  GOODWIN.  JR  ,  Trustee 
Cabin  John.  Maryland 


SARAH  M  B  HENRY  Trustee 
Exeter.  Rhode  Island 


MARY  G  WETZEL.  Secretary 
7317  Broxburn  Court 
Bethesda.  Maryland  20817 


FREDERICK  KAVANAGH.  Trustee 
Corvallis.  Oregan 


WALLACE  0  BOWMAN.  Trustee 
Falls  Church.  Virginia 


HUBERT  W  VOGELMANN.  Trustee 
Burlington.  Vermont 


WINSLOW  R  BRIGGS.  Trustee 
Stanford.  California 


ALEXANDER  T  WILSON.  Trustee 
Brattleboro.  Vermont 


June  7,   19  8  6 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Mass.  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street,   6th  Floor 
Boston,   MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Unfortunately  I  as  unable  to  attend  the  public  hearing 
in  Northampton  on  June  3  on  the  Proposal  to  Divert  Water  from 
the  Connecticut  River  for  Metropolitan  Boston. 

I  would  like  to  opopose  this  plan  for  several  reasons, 
foremost  of  which  is  the  adverse  impact  this  would  be  likely 
to  have  on  the  health  of  the  whole  downstream  ecosystem, 
including  its  fisheries  and  associated  aquifers.   It  is  my 
understanding  that  no  careful  study  has  been  made  of  these 
matters.  Until  this  has  been  done  it  would  be  irresponsible 
to  implement  such  a  diversion  plan. 

It  is  also  my  understanding  that  there  are  viable 
alternatives  to  diversion,  which  include  appropriate 
conservation  measures  and  repairs  to  a  leaking  system. 


Richard  H.  Goodwin 
President 


r 


NEW  LONDON  COUNTY  LEAGUE  OF  SPORTSMAN'S  CLUBS 

Affiliated  With 

CONNECTICUT  WILDLIFE  FEDERATION 

and 

NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  FEDERATION 


Gecrge  P  Finch 

V  Pre«.^'^°'^^^  ^ 
5^     Linwood  E.  Page 

Tr««$.  Philip  Yurechko.  Sr. 

ratricia  £.  Corcoran 
was33chuset ts  '..5ter 
2C  Somerset  -jtreet 
^cSwOr. ,   ''63  3.   l  2i0£ 


41  .jreen  Ave. 
Jewett  City,  Ct 
June   10,  1V£6 


Hesources  .iuthcrity 


■  atervyorks  Division 


--■er.  tlerr.en 


The  soortsT.en  of  Connecticut  fully  supcort  our  'Jepart- 
r:^ent  or   H;:ivironr7.ent al  Protection  in  opposing  the  plan  o^'  the 
."assachusetts  -.'ater  Resources  --authority  to  divert  wat'^r  fro.T; 
the  Connecticut  r.iver  to   the  v^uabbin  Heservoir. 

The  good  quality  water  that  would  be  removed  at  .'.crtfielc  i 
needed  to  maintain  the  water  quality  downstream.   The  high  volume 
pumping  vjould  impair  the  quality  of  the  river  water  all   the  way 
to  ^onc  Islind  Sound. 


..e  are  concerned  about  ccssible  effects  of  the  reduced  vclur 
of  fresh  water  entering  the  Sound  on  the  return  of  anadromcus  fi 
to  che  Co n/.ecticu1fi.ver  to  spavin,  ^ecent  years  imprc ve:r.er.t  in  the 
quality  of  the  Connecticut  River  'water  has  made  it  practical  for 
the  four  states  that  border  the  -iiver  to  restore  the  -Atlantic 
Salmon  Fishery.  Tvese  efforts  have  been  costly  in  money  and  labo 
and  must  not  be  jeopardized. 

-e  are  grateful  for  this  opportunity  to  express  our  concer.n, 
for  Connecticut  River  water  quality.  '>e  believe  that  ccnservatloi 
v;ill  make  any  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  water  unnecessary. 


V 


gry  iruly  yours 


The  -'ew  i^ondcn  County  les'- 
of  opor tsmer: ' s  Clubs 


-cpy  to 

T|:^cm,as  Morrissey 
•■ater  Com.pliance  unit 
15  5  Capitol  Ave. 
Rartford,   Ct,  C61G6 
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SPORTSMEN   PAY   FOR  CONSERVATION 
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Bracken  and  Baram 

33  Mount  Vernon  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  0210a 


Thomas  B.  Bbackcn  (Sil)  742-4950 

Michacl  S  Saram 
J.  Raymond  Miyarcs 

Robert  T.  Smart,  Jr 


Public  Hearings 
Boston  Metropolitan  Area  Water  Supply 


Testimony  of 
Michael  S.  Baram 
Boston,  Mass.,  June  10,  1986 


I  am  Michael  Baram,  Professor  of  Health  Law  at  the  Boston 
University  School  of  Public  Health  and  a  partner  in  the 
law  firm  of  Bracken  and  Baram.     I  am  a  user  of  MDC  water 
supply,  a  Belmont  resident,  and  a  member  of  the  Water 
Supply  Citizens  Advisory  Committee   (WSCAC) .  ■ 

On  December  17,  19  85,  I  wrote  a  memo  to  the  Committee 
and  to  the  new  Director  of  the  Water  Resources  Authority 
setting  forth  my  opposition  to  the  proposed  Connecticut 
River  Diversion  Plan.     My  opposition  is  based  on  serious 
flaws  in  the  Authority's  report  on  using  Connecticut 
River  water  to  supply  Quabbin,  flaws  which  would  ' 
endanger  the  health  of  Quabbin  water  users  and  which 
would  endanger  the  usefulness  of  Quabbin  for  water 
supply,  if  this  diversion  plan  is  carried  out. 

My  testimony  will  therefore  consist  of  this  memo  faulting 
the  study  and  opposing  this  diversion  plan. 


*********** 


Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  present  my  views  on 
this  proposed  use  of  the  Connecticut  River. 
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TO:        Citizens  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  District  Commission 

FROM:     Michael  Baram,  WSCAC  Member  /i/l fc/>.^,..Uy//iAr9*^ 

RE:        Connecticut  River  Assessment  Report   (task  5) , 
Wallace,  Floyd,  Associates    (Sept.   1,  1985) 


Thomas  8.  Bracken 
MiCMACL  S.  Saram 
J.  Raymond  Miyarcs 

Robert  T,  Smart,  Jr. 


This  report  is  seriously  deficient  in  several  respects. 
Before  the  option  of  diverting  Connecticut  River  water 
to  Quabbin  Reservoir  is  given  further  consideration, 
several  deficiencies  must  be  corrected. 

The  major  deficiencies  involve: 

inadequate  analysis  of  certain  radioactive 
and  toxic  chemical  pollutants  in' the 
Connecticut  River  water  to  be  diverted  and 
what  their  short  term  and  cumulative  impacts 
would  be  on  the  quality  of  Quabbin' s  water  ■ 
supply  for  human  consumption  in  the  future. 

inadequate  analysis  of  whether  these  pollutants 
entering  Quabbin  on  a  regular  basis  over  the 
long  term  would  have  the  cumulative  effect  of 
seriously  impairing  Quabbin  itself  as  a  source 
'    of  supply  for  water  fit  for  human  consumption. 

To  be  more  specific/  the  report  does  not  adequately  deal  with 
the  pollutants  entering  the  Connecticut  River  in  the  discharge 
water  from  the  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Plant  in  Vernon, 
Vermont;   just  a  few  miles  upstream  from  the  proposed  diversion 
site.     These  pollutants  include  various  radioactive  isotopes, 
and  a  variety  of  toxic  chomicala  commonly  used  by  powcrplantj 
to  prevent  the  growth  of  organisms  and  corrosion  in  the  plant, 
such  as  chromates.     The  report  does  not  identify  the  specific 
types  of  pollutants  and  their  quantities  during  regular 
discharges  from  the'  plant  and  during  accidental  releases 
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which  exceed  the  discharge  levels  permitted  Vermont  Yankee 
by  EPA  and  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission.  Vermont 
Yankee  has,  each  year,  discharged  excessive  levels  of 
pollutants,  and  has  been  frequently  cited  and  even  fined 
for  these  incidents.     The  report  only  mentions  "gross  alpha" 
and  "gross  beta"  radiation  in  the  Connecticut  River 
(e.g.,  at  p.  110,  114,  etc.)  without  further  specification 
of  the  isotopes  involved,  their  radioactivity,  half -life,  etc. 

The  report  deals  briefly  with  radionucleides  in  Connecticut 
River  water,  but  the  evaluation  is  inadequate.     The  current 
levels  in  the  river  water  were  not  measured  at  the  proposed 
point  of  diversion  to  Quabbin,  and  as    noted  above,  the 
specific  isotopes  involved  are  not  identified  nor  discussed 
as  to  their  health  significance  or  cumulation  aspects  (half-life) 
over  time.     No  mention  is  made  of  the  chroma tes  and  other 
toxic  chemicals  discharged  by  Vermont  Yankee,  noted  above. 

A  curious  omission  also  occurs  on  p.  110:     in  the  table  of 
drinking  water  standards,  a  standard  for  "gross  alpha"  of 
15  is  indicated,  but  no  standard  for  "gross  beta"  is  noted. 
This  is  followed  by  the  statement  on  p.  114  dealing  with  some  old 
studies  of  radionucleides  in  the  river: 

The  levels  measured  are  not  considered 
significant  and  no  values  exceed 
drinking  water  standards  . . .  gross  alpha 
were  never  detected  while  gross  beta 
^ranged  from  1.0  to  4.0  pCi/3/01  which 
is  less  than  the  drinking  water  standard. 

Yet  later  on  p.  A-105,  Mass.  drinking  water  standairds  are 
tabulated,  and  for  gross  beta,  the  standard  .noted  is  4  pCi/1; 
in  addition  to  standards  for  gross  alpha  and  radium.  Thus, 
it  appears  that  the  monitoring  studies  cited  on  pp.  110-114 
show  that  the  gross  beta  limit  of  4  had  already  been  reached 
(back  in  1979-1981  when  the  monitoring  studies  were  done, 
according  to  note  2  on  p.  110) ,  and  further  that  the  monitoring 
studies  did  not  consider  radium  at  all.     This  discrepancy,  should 
be  explained,  and  its  significance  for  drinking  water  quality 
should  be  carefully  considered.     Also,  the  design  and  accuracy 
of  the  monitoring  studies  should  be  explained,  since  they  ' 
were  not  done  recently,  nor  done  at  the  point  of  proposed 
diversion,  nor  done  for  purposes  associated  with  the  drinking 
water  supply  uses  of  the  river,  which  is  now  under  consideration. 

Further,  the  report,  by  not  addressing  the  half -life  or 
period  of  radioactivity  of  the  pollutants,  proceeds  to  ignore 
well-known  attributes  of  radioactive  pollutants;  namely  their 
cumulation  or  build  up  over  time,  the  increased  hazard  from 
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such  cumulation  of  radioactive  pollutants,  and  their  deposition 
or  ultimate  entrapment  in  sediments  underlying  storage  areas 
for  the  contaminated  water.     This  is  a  very  serious  issue, 
because  long  term  build  up  of  radioactive  pollutants  in 
Quabbin  sediments  could  endanger  the  usefulness  of  the 
entire  reservoir  and  necessitate  expensive  dredging  of 
the  polluted  sediments  or  even  more  expensive  shutdown  of 
the  Reservoir.     Thus,  the  threat  to  the  Reservoir  has  to  be 
very  carefully  addressed,  as  well  as  the  threat  to  the  water 
supply  system  it  supports. 

Finally,  the  report  does  not  address  several  management 
issues  of  vital  concern  to  all  who  depend  on  Quabbin  for 
water.     These  include,  for  example,  the  operating  record  of 
the  source  of  the  radioactive  and  toxic  chemical  contaminants. 
Vermont  Yankee  has  been  cited  many  times  for  excessive  discharges 
in  violation  of  its  discharge  permit;   and  for  failing  to  notify 
federal  and  state  authorities  immediately  of  these  abnormal 
and  illegal  releases.     Such  violations  are  a  matter  of  public 
record,  and  are  believed  to  be  common  for  nuclear  power 
facilities   (for  example,  the  TMI  plant  in  Pennsylvania  has 
acknowledged  that  it  made  errors  in  undercounting  certain 
radioactive  isotopes  in  air  and  waste  samples  since  1981: 
Environment  Reporter ^  Oct.   4,   1985,  p.   982).  Obviously, 
an  operating  record  at  Vermont  Yankee  which  includes  frequent 
excessive  releases  and  failures  to  notify  public  officials 
is  a  serious  matter  if  any  safe  downstream  use  of  the 
discharge  water  by  diversion  to  Quabbin  is  to  be  considered. 

Thus,  the  report  does  not  adequately  deal  with  the  critical 
threshold  issue  of  the  effects  of  the  proposed  Connecticut 
River  diversion  plan  on  the  drinking  water  quality  of  Quabbin 
Reservoir  -  a  critical  health  issue  to  all  consumers  of  Quaabin 
water.     Nor  does  the  report  adequately  deal  with  any  subsequent 
problems  that  may  arise  which  could  lead  to  a  restriction  or 
even  a  shutdown  of  Quabbin  because  of  the  build  up  of 
radioactive  contcimincuits  in  Quabbin  sediments  -  a  critical 
health  and  economic  issue  for  eastern  Massachusetts. 
Finally,  the  report  does  not  set  forth  any  overall  plan  for 
safely  monitoring  and  managing  the  diversion  program  to  assure 
safe  drinking  water  and  the  continued  viability  of  Quabbin 
for  serving  its  users. 

Before  this  Connecticut  River  option  is  given  further 
consideration,  these  threshold  issues  must  be  fully  addressed. 
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C.  H.  DEXTER  DIVISION 
THE    DEXTER   C  O  R  P  O  R  AT  I  O  IM 

TWO  ELM  STHFeT.  WI~C3SOR  LOCKS.  CONN.  0S096 


STEVEN  M   HAYCOCK  J^^e     13,  1986 

SENIOR  VICE  PRESIDENT-MANUFACTURING 


Ms.  Patricia  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street  -  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Ref :     Connecticut  River  Diversion 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

I  attended  the  open  hearing  in  Northampton,  Massachusetts 
on  June  3,  1986  prepared  to  offer  public  comment  on  the  above  sub- 
ject.    However,  because  of  the  large  number  of  people  wishing  to 
speak  and  the  late  hour,  I  am  submitting  comments  in  written  form. 

C.  H.  Dexter 's  plant  location  is  in  Windsor  Locks,  CT 
situated  between  the  Windsor  Locks  Canal  and  the  Connecticut  River. 
We  manufacture  several  types  of  specialty  papers  using  processes  very 
dependent  on  an  abundant  water  supply.     The  water  is  used  for  process 
as  well  as  power  generation  and,  therefore,  we  are  very  dependent  on 
sufficient  river  water  to  maintain  Windsor  Locks  Canal  levels. 

C.  H.  Dexter  employs  700  people.    We  have  been  and  intend 
to  continue  to  be  an  economically  viable  company  in  the  area  and  take 
for  granted  the  continued  availability  of  present  quantities  and 
continuing  improved  quality  of  water  to  our  company.     We,  therefore, 
urge  that  any  evaluations  of  water  diversion  seriously  consider  our 
impact  as  well  as  the  several  other  commercial  users. 

We,  the  C.  H.  Dexter  Division,  side  unequivocally  with 
others  in  opposing  any  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River, 
especially  in  light  of  other  viable  alternatives. 

Sincerely  yours, 
Steven  M.  Haycock 


SMHrcas 

cc:    Ms.  Denise  Schneller 

Connecticut  River  Watershed 
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State  of  Vermont 


AGENCY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSERV  ATION 


Montpelier,  Vermont  05602 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 


Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Departnnent  of  Forests,  Parks,  and  Recreation 

Department  of  Water  Resources  &  Environmental  Engineering 

State  Geologist 

Natural  Resources  Conservation  Council 


June  17,  1986 


Patricia  Cocoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

27  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

RE:     Boston  Metropolitan  Area  Water  Supply  - 
Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 

TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 

The  Agency  of  Environmental  Conservation  of  the  State  of 
Vermont  has  several  concerns  with  regard  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  divert  flows 
from  the  Connecticut  River  to  supply  water  to  Metropolitan 
Boston.    We  understand  that  the  Connecticut  River  alternative 
is  only  one  of  several  alternatives  being  studied,  but  we 
wish  to  place  our  reservations  on  the  record. 

Vermont  is  an  active  participant  in  the  Atlantic  Salmon 
Restoration  Project  being  undertaken  by  the  four  Connecticut 
River  states  and  the  federal  government.    Any  project  which 
would  significantly  reduce  flows  in  the  Connecticut  River  is 
a  major  concern  for  this  project.     Significant  reduction  of 
flow  in  the  Connecticut  River  could  affect  the  return  of 
Atlantic  Salmon  and  American  Shad  to  Vermont  waters.  This, 
in  turn,  would  endanger  an  existing  public  investment  of 
millions  of  state,  local  and  federal  dollars  for  clean-up  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  in  Vermont;  invest- 
ment in  fish  ladders  at  existing  dams;  and  construction  of 
fish  hatcheries. 

The  State  of  Vermont  is  further  concerned  for  the  proposal 
because  of  the  potential  for  increased  demand  for  water 
supply  from  Vermont  in  times  of  low  river  flow.     The  water 
which  would  be  diverted  to  Metropolitan  Boston  derives 
primarily  from  tributaries  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont,  At 
times  of  low  flow  there  may  be  demand  for  draw  down  of  flood 
control  and  power  producing  dams  in  Vermont  which  could,  in 
turn,  effect  power  production,  water  quality,  fisheries 
resources  and  recreation. 
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Finally,  we  are  concerned  that  the  proposal  might  lead  to 
development  proposals  for  new  water  storage  iropoundment s  in 
Vermont.     In  all  likelihood  Vermont  would  oppose  any 
proposals  for  increased  flow  from  existing  iirpoundments  or 
construction  of  new  iirpoundments. 


LUW/tc 

cc:     Mollie  Seattle,  Commissioner 
Jonathan  Lash,  Commissioner 
Steve  Wright,  Commissioner 
Stephen  Sease,  Director  of  Planning 


Sincerely, 


V 


Leonard  U.  Wilson 
Secretary 
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June  3,  1986 
Northampton,  MA 


MWRA  WATER  SUPPLY  STUDY  &  EIR-2020 
Public  Meetings  on  Summary  Report 


JUM  1  b  1985 


Name : 
Address ; 

Telephone : 

Affiliation; 
(If  Applicable) 
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June  24,  1986 

Patricia  Corcoran 

Project  Manager 

20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

ELECT  —  Connecticut's  environmental  political  action  committee  —  joins 
with  other  environmental  groups  in  opposing  the  proposed  Connecticut 
River  diversion  in  Massachusetts. 

Diversion  of  water  out  of  the  Connecticut  River  watershed  will  result 
in  a  diminished  flow  downstream,  leading  to  undesirable  environmental 
impacts.  Simply  because  much  of  the  diversion  will  take  place  at 
periods  of  high  flow  does  not  mean  there  will  be  no  negative  environmental 
impact.  The  diminished  flow  will  reduce  the  replenishment  and  annual 
flushing  of  aquifers  along  the  River.  It  will  also  undermine  the  natural 
annual  Spring  cleansing  process,  known  as  the  "freshet,"  which  washes  out 
sludge  deposits  and  helps  prevent  algal  blooms. 

There  are  other  serious  problems  concerning  water  quality  and  the  rivers 
fisheries,  which  would  be  created  by  the  proposed  diversion. 

More  importantly,  there  are  alternatives  which  don't  present  these 
threats.  Demand  management,  including  conservation,  leak  detection,  and 
watershed  management,  could  provide  adequate  supplies  into  the  21st 
century. 

ELECT  puts  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  on  notice  that 
we  will  join  with  other  groups  in  an  organized,  concerted  campaign  to 
defeat  the  diversion  proposal. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  consideration  of  our  comments. 


32  Grand  Street  "  Hartford,  CT  06106  °  (203)- 246-6440 
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Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street,  8  th  Floor 
Boston,    Mass  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

I  wish  to  express  my  opposition  to  any  plan  to  divert  water  from  the  Connecticut  River 
to  Quabbin  Reservoir. 

As  a  one-time  resident  of  Boston,  I  am  well  aware  of  the  deteriorated  condition  of  the 
water  supply  system  within  the  city.  Though  expensive,  that  system  must  be  repaired  as 
a  first  step  to  solving  Boston's  water  problems. 

I  am  now  a  resident  of  Chester,  a  small  town  near  the  mouth  of  the  Connecticut  River. 
We  are  near  the  limit  of  salt-water  intrusion  from  Long  Island  Sound.  Any  diversion  of 
water  would  certainly  affect  the  tidal,  but  freshwater  marshes  in  our  area. 
Furthermore,  the  floodplain  along  the  river  consists  of  extensive  hav  meadows.  These 
derive  nutrients  from  the  annual  spring  floods,  and  would  be  affected  by  any  plans  to 
shave  peak  flows. 


Sincerely, 


cc:    Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 

Connecticut  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
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ORGANIZED  1967 


MEMBERSHIP  OFFICE,  P.O.  BOX  32,  REDDING  CENTER,  CT  06875  0032  PHONE  938-2874 

EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR 

William  Urban 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran  June  25,  1986 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Waterworks  Division 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA.  02108 

Dear  Miss  Corcoran; 

As  Executive  Director  of  the  Connecticut  Conservation 
Association,   I'd  like  to  apprise  you  of  some  serious  concerns 
about  the  proposed  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into 
the  Quabbin  Reservoir,   as  one  means  of  meeting  future  demands 
for  water  in  the  Boston  area. 

This  organization,  which  played  a  key  role  in  generating 
new  laws  and  regulations  to  protect  both  coastal  and  inland 
wetlands  and  watercourses   in  Connecticut,   has  long  championed 
the  protection,  preservation  and  responsible  use  of  both  ground 
and  surface  water  resources  throughout  the  Northeast. 

Our  misgivings  about  the  MWRA  proposal  concern  several 
rather  obvious  and  predictable  consequences  of  the  scheme,  and 
with  those  you  are  probably  already  all  too  familiar:  The 
prospect  of  greatly  expanded  salt  water   intrusion  from  Long 
Island  Sound  up  the  mouth  of  the  Connecticut  River   in  response 
to  lower  freshwater  volume  in  the  river,   the  possibility  that 
anadromous  fish  would  be  affected  by  the  shift  in  salinity, 
and  the  problems  attending  downstream  surges  resulting  from 
intense  pumping  at  Quabbin  during  the  wee  hours. 

To"  these,  which  hardly  need  elaboration  here,   I'd  also 
like  to  add  another,   and  broader  concern — perhaps  "alarm" 
might  not  be  too  strong  an  expression.     Nobody  knows — and 
perhaps  nobody  can  know — the  total  ecological   impact  that 
such  a  project  can  have.     Increasingly,   science  shows,  the 
complex  interrelationships  of  life  forms  and  environment  are 
much  more  analogous  to  a  tightly  woven  fabric  than  they  are 
to  the  web  traditionally  used  as  a  model.     Projects — even 
terribly  expensive  projects — sometimes  can  be  abandoned . when 
great  harm  becomes  evident,  but  the  damage  itself  may  well  be 
ir rever s  ible . 


DUES  AND  CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  THE  ASSOCIATION  ARE  DEDUCTIBLE  FOR  TAX  PURPOSES 


f 


Accordingly,   we  urge  upon  you  and  your  colleagues  this 
considered  opinion:     the  proposal  to  divert  Connecticut  River 
waters  to  serve  anticipated  demand   in  the  Boston  area   is  best 
held  in  abeyance  at  least  until    (a)    an  informed  consensus 
emerges-  on  a  realistic  forecast  of  the  most  probable  future 
demand  for  water,  and   (b)    an  objective,  multi-disciplinary 
study  can  be  completed  identifying  and  evaluating  all  foresee- 
able impacts  on  the  river,    its  environs  and  the  creatures 
dependent  upon  it.     It  may  well  be  that  the  diversion  will 
prove  unnecessary  or  inadvisable  in  light  of   insights  still 
to  come.     Equally  important,    if  a  considered  judgement  is 
later  made  to  proceed  with  the  undertaking,   there  will  be  far 
fewer  unknowns,   and  far  less  controversy. 

Today,    it  seems  to  us,   both  proponents  of  the  idea,  and 
those  of  us  now  firmly  against  it,   are  in  fact  arguing  from 
positions  of  invincible  ignorance.     The  only  possible  outcome 
of  such  a  clash  is  destructive  uproar.     Given  facts  and  reas- 
surances not  now  available,   we  at  CCA  could  be  persuaded  to 
accept  this  bold  proposal,  and  we  hope  in  all  sincerity  that 
in  the  absence  of  those  facts  and  reassurances,   the  sensible 
people  at  MWRA  can  be  persuaded  to  shelve  the  idea,  pending 
much-needed  further  investigation  by  impartial  authorities. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  and  consideration. 


Very  truly  yours, 


William  Urban 
Executive  Director 
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Franklin,  Hampden,  Hampshire  Conservation  Districts 

4  Whalley  St.  -  Hadley,  MA  01 035  -  Telephone  584-1 464 

June  26,  1986 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  St.,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  01208 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

The  Franklin,  Hampden  &  Hampshire  Conservation  Districts,  operating  as  a 
Division  pursuant  to  State  Law,  Chapter  19  section  20,  hereby  formally  protest  the 
proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  and  Miller  Rivers. 

We  believe  that  the  proposed  diversions  would  have  a  major  adverse  effect  on 
the  natural  resources,  as  well  as  on  the  quality  of  life  of  Western  Massachusetts. 
These  impacts  have  not  been  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Impact  Assessment 
prepared  by  Wallce,  Floyd,  Associates  Inc.    Furthermore,  water  conservation 
techniques  and  the  curing  of  water  loss  through  the  system  are  make  financial  and 
ecological  sense.    If  the  improper  water  management  which  has  created  this 
hypothetical  short-fall  is  not  taken  care  of  now,  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
this  exact  same  situation  will  not  arise  in  another  40  years.    In  other  words,  let's 
say  the  water  shortage  is  solved  by  diversion.    Since  less  than  1/6  of  the  water 
which  leaves  Quabbin  is  actually  used  in  the  Boston  are,  this  means  that  only  1/6  of 
the  water  diverted  will  be  used.    Once  all  the  rivers  in  the  Commonwealth  are 
diverted  Boston  is  going  to  be  in  real  trouble.    At  some  point,  water  conservation 
and  plumbing  repair  and  replacement  are  going  to  have  to  take  place.    Now  is  that 
time. 

Furthermore,  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  has  an  active  farmland 
preservation  and  protection  policy,  with  legislation  and  money  to  back  it  up. 
Agriculture  in  the  Connecticut  River  Valley  would  be  destroyed  by  a  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River.    As  you  are  probably  aware,  the  Connecticut  Valley  is  the  seat  of 
agriculture  in  the  State.    Were  that  to  be  lost  we  would  lose  not  only  the 
agriculture  itself,  the  food  it  supplies,  and  the  livelihood  and  familiy  tradition 
for  hundreds  of  families,  but  the  very  "New  England"  character  which  draws  tourists 
from  all  over  the  world  to  Massachusetts.    Thus,  you  would  successfully  destroy  yet 
another  important  and  highly  financed  State  program;  the  effort  to  increase  tourism. 

For  all  of  these  reasons,  the  Franklin,  Hampden  &  Hampshire  Conservation 
Districts,  acting  as  a  Division,  strongly  urge  that  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  and 
Miller  Rivers  NOT  be  considered  as  a  solution  of  Boston's  problems. 


The  Boards  of  Supervisors 

Franklin,  Hampden  &  Hampshire 
Conservation  Districts 


cc:  Senators  Wetmore,  Olver,  Malconian,  Reilly,  Burke 

Representatives  Buell,  Collins,  Healy,  Nagle,  Carey,  Caron,  Walsh,  DeFilippi, 
Holland,  Howarth,  Jordan,  Lemanski,  Moriarty,  Scibelli,  Catjakis,  Pierce,  Rohan 

Secretary  James  S.  Hoyte 

CONSERVATION   ■   DEVELOPMENT   ■  SELF-GOVERNMENT 
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Tl/v^OTHY  W.  BREPiNAM 


I    PIONEER  VALLEY  PLANNING  COMMISSION 

26 CEr^TRAL STREET,  WEST SPRIMGFIELD.  MASSACHUSETTS  01089  (413)781-6045 
June  27,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  Corcoran,   Project  Manager 
Massachusects  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Streer.,   8th  Floor 
Boston,  Massachusetts  C21C8 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Representatives  frcn  the  Pioneer  Valley  Planning  Commission  attended  the  June 
3,   1985  Public  Rearing  on  the  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental 
Impact  Report.     We  would  like  to  submit  the  following  formal  comments 
regarding  the  proposed  civersion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  and  its 
tributaries  to  provide  wp.ter  supply  for  metropolitan  Boston: 

The  Pioneer  valley  Planning  Commission,   representing  41  cities  and  towns  and 
ne-?.rly  €00,000  Pioneer  Valley  residents,  would  like  to  formally  reaffirm  its 
long-standing  position  and  go  on  record  as  being  opposed  to  the  proposed 
Connecticut  River  diversion.     The  P^/PC  Executive  Commicree,   acting  on  behalf 
cf  the  Pioneer  Valley  Planning  Commission,  voted  on  June  26,   1986  to  reaffirm 
"the  Commission's  strong  opposition  to  diversion  of  the  Conneccicut  River  or 
its  tributaries  to  provide  water  supply  to  metropolitan  Boston.  The 
Coitunission  encourages  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  pursue 
other  alcernazives  zo  meet  its  water  supply  needs,   including  imiproving  the 
efficiency  of  its  current  wa-er  supply  system  through  leak  detection,  water 
conservation  and  watershed  management  and  augmenting  its  supply  through  user 
sources". 

We  feel  that  the  diversion  is  an  ill-advised  undertaking  for  a  number  of 
reasons,  many  of  which  have  been  e;:tensively  documented  by  the  Water  Supply 
Citizen's  Advisory  Ccmjiittee,  of  which  PVPC  is  a  member.  would  lik-j  to 

note  here  several  additional  issues  beyond  those  which  were  noted  in  rhc  WSCAC 
comjnents,  and  which  were  not  adeq'uatcly  addressed  in  the  MWRA  study: 

1)  Communitief=  of  che  Connecticut  Region  Valley  have  lost  several  public 
wells  "to  groundwater  contamination  and  may,  themselves,  need  water 
from  the  Connecticut  River  to  meet  future  water  supply  needs. 
Population  <jrow-Lh  projections  for  Pioneer  Valley  communities  to  the 
Year  20C0  indicate  a  growing  number  of  communities  with  expected  v.-atcr 
supply  shortfalls. 

2)  The  lower  Con-^.tcticut  River  in  Massachusetts  is  currently  undergoing  a 
51  million  state-funded  study  to  correct  combined  sewer  overflow 
problems,   improve  its  water  quality  and  make  it  fi.shabie  and  swimmable 
again.     It  makes  no  sense  at  all  to  invest  massive  amounts  of  public 
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nollars    in   this  cloan-up  effort  only  to  divert  water  needed   to  help 
Hchieve  clean  water  goals.     In  addition,   over  70  sewage  treatment 
plants  discharge  into  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  below 
Northfield,   and  rely  upon  sufficient  river  flow  to  dilute  wastes- 
Si     Similarly,   about  $75  million  has  been  spent  to  restore  Atlantic  Salmon 
to  the  Connecticut  River.     Any  project  which  could  potentially  damage 
this  restoration  effort  would  be  a  misappropriation  of  public  funds. 

4)     Further,  we  oppose  the  construction  of  a  diversion  tunnel  from  the 
Connecticut  River  to  Quabbin  Reservoir  because  it  would  not  only 
en.ible  the  currently  proposed  diversion,   but  would  make  additional 
Connecticut  River  diversions  the  cost-effective  choice  to  serve  any 
future  MWR-i.  water  supply  needs  or  service  area  expansions.     It  wculd 
be  very  difficult  for  Western  Massachusetts  corrununi tics  to  prevent 
diversion  of  the  e ver- increas ing  amounts  of  Connecticut  River  water  to 
metropolitan  Boston. 

In  =!^^^s~\r-j  the  '"osc  of  implementing  Kh-t  Connecticut  Piver     >  ve'-:^ion , 
the  ".W'^'A  report  fails  to  include  any  ai:ses3->e.' t  of  zhe  potential  legal 
coses  or  delay-related  inflationary   costs  due  to  interstate  and 
political  opposition,   lawsuiis  and  relacad  proble.T.s.     At  a  minimum, 
chc  propoisd  diversion  will  rec-jire  an  interstate  agreer-.ent  between 
Ma 3sacf^usetts  and  Connecticut,   as  well  =5  approval  under 
Ma^sacrUjCttj '   Interbasir  Transfer  Ac-  and  water  Manager.ert  Act. 
There  j.o  ao  dcubt  thac  a  proposed  river  diversion  wculd  have  to 
overcome  strong  opposition  and  legal  challenges  to  secure  any  of  these 
approvals . 

fnci  srrongiv  -chat  untz.1  reasonable  efforts  have  been  made  to  correct 
LH'^.'f  i  cienc  ies  in  "he  existing  supply,  distrioar  ion  and  maiiage.-cnt  system,  the 
V'.A'-'-X  ran  not  ir.  gst"i  conscienre  seriously  consider  any  of  the  proposed 
iiir.erbosin  transr'er  alternatives.     We  encourage  MWyA  zo  pursue  improving 
efficiency  of  itr?  current  water  s'jpply  systenr  -hrough  the  Demand  Managtriiient 
and  '..'atarshoi  Ma.-.ageiaent  Alt;;^T.ativ-i5  and  aur.-mantir.g  its  system  through  the 
Hver  Sources  Alterr.a-^iive . 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  tc  offer  our  view  on  this  matter. 


Sincerely 


T;;rGth5yV).  Brennan 
Executive  Director 
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Edith  Royce  Schade 


GOODALE  HILL  ROAD.  GLASTONBURY.  CONNECTICUT  0603}.  TEL.  (2031  633-4S83 


June  27,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street,    8th  Floor 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms. Corcoran: 

I  strongly  oppose  any  plan  to  divert  the  Connecticut 
River  and/or  its  tributaries  to  furnish  water  for  Metropolitan 
Boston . 

Such  a  plan,  resulting  in  diminished  flow  downstream  would 
reduce  replenishment    and  annual  flushing  of  aquifers  along 
the  river.     This  would  upset  the  present  salinity  balance  in 
the  lower  reaches  of  the  river,  causing  possible  destruction 
of  fish  nurseries  in  the  estuaries  and  may  threaten  riverside 
we  1 1  s . 

I  hope  that  all  plans  to  divert  the  Connecticut  River 
will  be  voted  down,  and  the  pipes  in  the  present  water  system 
will  be  repaired,  to  recover  the  losses  through  leaks. 


S  i  ncere  1 


Edith  R.  Schade 
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Dhc  (Connecticut  ^Rjvcr  'Lkdlcy 


FLOOD  CONTROL  COMMISSION 


4(56  MAIN  STREET  •  P.O.  BOX  51 ;  •  GREENFIELD,  MASSACHUSETTS  01302 


June  30,. 1986 


(413)  773-3601  —  GreenficW.  M;ss. 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Mass.  Water  Resources  Authority 

Water./orks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  Commission  acknowledges  receipt  of  its  copy  of  the  SUMMARY  REPORT  of  the 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report-2020. 

At  this  time  we  wish  to  request  that  our  Commission  be  kept  on  your 
mailing  list  and  be  kept  up  to  date  on  developments  as  they  take  place. 


Sincerely, 


Robert  A.  Michenf elder, 
Chairnan 
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RR  #1,  BOX  1540  •  NEWFANE,  VT.  05345  v(802)  348-6334 


June  30,  1986 


Patricia  P.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
8th  Floor 

Boston,  MA.  02108 
Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

On  behalf  of  the  Conservation  Society  of  Southern  Vermont,  a 
700  member  environmental  organization  with  strong  interest  in 
Connecticut  River  water  quality  and  regional  conservation  efforts 
I  am  writing  to  strongly  oppose  the  Connecticut  River  Diversion 
Alternative  to  increase  metropolitan  Boston's  water  supply,  and 
to     support  the  Demand  Management  Alternative. 

I  appreciate  the  need  to  plan  for  increasing  pressures  on  the 
region's  natural  resources,   and  am  pleased  that  several  alter- 
natives are  being  considered.     The  notion  that  large-scale 
problems  demand  large-scale  solutions  is  widely  accepted, 
however,    this  problem  of  water  scarcity,   as  with  most  others 
involving  man's  gross  waste  of  natural  resources,   required  a 
far  simpler  solution:     that  is,   stop  the  waste.     The  Conservation 
Society  supports  all  measures  to  correct  current  loss  of  metro- 
politan water  by  measures  outlines  in  the  Demand  Management 
Alternative. 

I  encourage  you  to  look  carefully  at  your  numbers  which  estimate 
savings  gained  through  conservation  efforts,   especially  through 
metering  and  user  charges.     While  MWRA  reports  that  33%  of  Metro. 
Boston's  water  is  unaccounted  for,   MWRA  estimates  that  only 
13%  of  this  loss  would  be  recovered  through  conservation 
practices.     However,   the  town  of  Brattleboro,   Vermont  installed 
meters  in  1977-78  and  experienced  a  30%  drop  in  water  usage. 

Considering  the  environmental  impacts  of  construction,   the  indro- 
duction  of  the  lamprey  into  the  Quabin  Reservoir,   the  environ- 
mental impacts  on  Ct.   River  ecology  and  water  quality  downstream 
of  the  Northfield  Pumped  Storage  Facility  (as  outlined  by  the 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council)   and  the  possible  inter- 
ference with  the  salmon  restoration  project  which  Vermont  counts 
among  its  most  successful  and  costly  environmental  restoration 
projects,   the  Demand  Management  Alternative  derserves  to  be 
adopted  as  the  most  creative  and  sensible  alternative. 


Vivian  Kellogg,  Director 
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98  Chestnut_Plain  Road 
Whately,  Ma.  01093 
April  29,  1986 


James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
1  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Mr.  Hoyte: 

I  eim  opposed  to  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River.     It  seems  to 
me  that  it  would  make  more  senseft invest  our  money  in  correcting  the 
leaks  in  the  existing  Boston  area  water  system  and  thus  reducing  the  amount 
of  water  needed  there.     I  do  not  believing  that  playing  with  nature  by 
diverting  the  river  can  bring  us  anything  but  new  problems  that  haven't 
even  been  thought  of. 

Perhaps  some  thought  should  be  directed  into  the  possibility  of 
converting  ocean  water  to  drinking  water.     Also  more  sensible  use  of  water 
could  dramatically  reduce  the  amount  of  water  consumed. 


LEAVE  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER  ALONE! ! I !  I  ! ! I  I 


Truly  yours , 


(Mrs.)  Wilma  J.  Brooks 
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Robert  A.  Mahler 
A3  West  Street 
Northampton,  MA  01060 
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12k  RlT«r  Road 
S.  Deerfleld,  MA 
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MAY  U  1986  ! 
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James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
1  Center  Plasa 
Boston,MA  0210S 


Dear  Mr«  Hoyte, 

I  understand  that  the  MDC  is  proposing  to  increase 
its  irater  supply.  Among  the  alternatires  ¥eing  considered 
are  direriion  of  the  Connecticut  RiTer  and  the  Millers 
Hirer/  Tully  Lake. 

I  trust  you  will  work  to  aroid  the  dlrersion  of  any 
Massachusetts  rirer. 


It  has  been  suggested  tha'^ou  could  effectirely  increase 
the  water  supply  )>y  fixing  leaks,  working  on  domestic  and 
industrial  water  conaerTation  and  striring  for  better 
watershed  management. 

Please  exhaust  these  and  any  other  possibilities  before 
for  considering  dlTerslon* 


134  RlT«r  Road 

S.  Deerfield,  MA  01373 
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May  19,  1986 


MAY  1 6  1988 


James  S.  Ho3rCe 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
1  Center  Plaza 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


Roslyn  A.  Pisarski 
KT  4 

Palmer,  Massachusetts  01069 


Dear  Mr.  Hoyte, 


As  you  are  aware,  the  Jtjnicipal  District  Conmission  is  in  need  of 
increasing  its  water  supply.    I  do  not  feel  that  the  Conneticut 
River,  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  or  any  other  Western  Massachusetts 
water  simply  should  be  used  at  this  time.    When  Boston  and  its 
localities  were  in  desperate  need  of  water  back  in  the  1930' s,  we 
from  Western  Massachusetts  opened  our  hearts  (even  though  we  pro- 
tested) ,  lost  four  towns  and  gave  generously  of  our  resources  to 
this  project.    It  is  about  time  that  Eastern  Massachusetts  takes 
inventory  of  why  it  is  short  of  water. 

I  believe  the  first  major  step  in  conserving  the  precious  water 
supply  that  Boston  receives  from  the  Quabbin  should  be  to  fix  all 
die  leaks  from  the  old  antiquated  pipes  earring  this--  precious  gold. 
This  measure  would  not  be  as  expensive  as  a  project  to  divert  water 
from  an  established  water  supply. 

Secondly,  a  system  of  better  watershed  management  should  be 
instituted. 


Maybe  higher  water  rates  would  cause  people  to  start  conserving  this 
resource. 


First  and  foremost,  before  any  major  diversion  projects  are  started, 
alternatives  to  better  water  management  of  water  presently  received 
should  be  Implemented.    Maybe,  saneday  a  diversion  will  be  needed, 
but  mtil  the  alternatives  are  implemented  -  NO  DIVERSION  -  or  saneday 
there  will  be  no  more  water  supplies  to  divert.    THAN  WHAT! 
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May  22,  1986 


James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 

1  Center  Plaza 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


Janice  F.  Shea 
Center  Street 

Ludlow,  Massachusetts  01056 


Dear  Mr.  Hoyte, 

In  regards  to  the  planned  diversion  of  water  supplies  from  Western 
Massachusetts  to  Eastern  Massachusetts,  it  is  aljout  time  Eastern 
Massachusetts  stopped  draining  Western  Massachusetts  resources  and 
took  inventory  of  why  it  again  needs  our  water. 

Plug  those  leaks,  inprove  watershed  management,  hit  the  pocketbook 
with  higher  water  rates  to  make  people  conscious  of  how  precious 
water  is  —  once  these  measurers  are  accomplished,  take  another  look 
to  see  if  water  diversion  is  necessary  at  this  time. 

Until  all  the  above  are  done  -  NO  DIVERSION. 

Sincerely, 


Janice  F.  Shea 
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James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
1  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  Mass.  .  02108 


Mr.  &  Mrs.  Gary  P.  Lemay 
Box  168  River  Road 
Gill,  Mass.  01376 


Dear  Mr.  Hoyte, 

The  MDC  is  proposing  to  increase  its  water  supply.  Among  the  alternatives 
being  considered  are  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers  River 
Tully  Lake. 

I  urge  you  to  oppose  the  diversion  of  any  river  and  recommend: 
1/  Fixing  leaks. 

II  Domestic  and  industrial  water  conversatioQ. 
3/  Better  watershed  management. 


!  MAY  2  9  1^^50 
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Kathryn  J.  Bastarache 
183  6  Street 
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Dear  Mr»  Hoyte 

I  am  writing  this  letter  to  you  in  regard  to  our  water  and  the 

i 

vast  inportance  we  hare,  in  conserving  it  •  I  do  not  claim  to  be 
very  knowledgble  about  the  topic. 

I  am  not  sure  on  how  exactly -we  slioiild  go '.about  ^qonserving,  all 
I  know  is  that  we  had  better  start.-noW.-.-.        v^^^.'t'  >  r-  ' 

I  am  not  going  to  write  a  letter  and  have  -a  lot  of  people  sign 
it,  I  am  not  so  sure  it  would  have  very  much  of  ah  effect  on  you. 

All  I  can  say  is  think  of  all  the  children  that  you  see  ,and 
try  to  imagine  them  explaining  to  their  children  some  .day  that 
when  they  were  young  they  could  drink  all  the  water  that  they 
wanted,  because  at  .that  time  we  had  a  lot  of  it  around  • 

If  you  have  a  love  of  life,  than  don't  take  it  away  from  them. 

Sincerely 


Henry  P.  Kapise  Jr. 
Turners  Falls    Mass . 

37  Worcester  AVe. , 
Turner  Falls,  MA.  01376 
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PCnOti  ALERT! !    STOP  TOE  CONNBCTiaJT  RIVER  DIVERSION!  ! 


JUN  0  9  1986 


The   MWRA  is  proposing  to  increase  its  water  sxapply.    Among  the  cdtematives 
being  considered  are  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers 
River/I\illy  Lake. 

Diversion  is  not  necesseury,  it  will  harm  the  rivers  and  the  (^labbin.    It  will 
also  be  a  health  risk  and  a  very  expensive  proposition  for  people  in  NWRA 
ccmnunities . 


WRITE  TO: 

Senator  John  Olver 
State  House 
Boston,  MA  02133 

POINTS  TO  COVER: 


Representative  William  Nagle 
State  House 
Boston,  MA  02133 


I  urge  you  to  attend  the  public  hecurings  on  these  proposals  at  Northampton 
High  on  June  3  at  7pm,  and  at  Gardner  Auditorium,  Boston,  on  June  10  at  1.30. 
I  also  urge  you  to  oppose  the  diversion  of  any  river,  and  to  reconnend  instead 

1.  Fixing  leaks 

2.  Dcmestic  and  industrial  vater  conservation 

3.  Better  watershed  managanent 

4.  Better  watershed  protection 


*  MWRA  »  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority.    Will  recommend  what 
opticxis  should  be  taken  to  increase  the  supply  of  water  to  Eastern  Massachusetts. 
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16  Sherman  Drive 
Turners  Falls,  Ma.  01376 
June  10,  1986 


James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
1  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  Mass.  02108 

Dear  Mr.  Hoyte : 

I  understand  that  the  MDC  is  proposing  to  increase 
its  water  supply  and  among  the  alternatives  being 
considered  are  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 
and  the  Millers  River/Tully  Lake. 

I  am  suggesting  water  conservation  both  domestic  and 
industrial  as  well  as  better  watershed  management  and 
fixing  leaks  in  your  own  pipes  and  I  urge  you  to 
oppose  the  diversion  of  any  river  or  lake. 


Sincerely, 


DOREEN  M.  AVERY  (/ 
16  Sherman  Drive 
Turners  Fplls,  Ma.  01376 
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11  Poplar  St. 

Turners  Falls,  Mass.  01376 


June  9 , 


1986 


Mr.  James  Hoyte 
Chairman 

Mass.  Water  Resources  Authority 
Boston,  Mass. 

Dear  Mr .  Hoyte : 

As  a  citizen  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  I  urge 
you  and  your  Water  Resources  Authority  not  to  choose 
the  option  of  diverting  water  from  the  Connecticut  River 
to  the  Ouabbin  Resevoir  in  order  to  meet  future  water 
needs  for  the  Boston  area. 

The  Connecticut  River  is  part  of  the  heritage, 
economy,  and  ecology  of  a  large  area  extending  from 
the  Canadian  border  to  Long  Island  Sound.     Many  people, 
plants,  animals  depend  on  the  Connecticut  River  for 
their  lives  and  well-being.     Ultimately,  the  health 
and  welfare  of  our  neighbors  to  the  east  will  also  be 
enhanced  if  the  fragile  and  beautiful  river  valley  out 
here  is  protected.     Nature  meant  for  the  river  to  cleanse 
itself  in  various  ways,   including  the  Spring  freshet. 
There  are  likely  to  be  many  ill  effects,   some  perhaps 
not  yet  known  or  studied,  from  diversion. 

We  here  in  the  Valley  are  friendly  and  generous 
of  spirit  toward  our  fellow  citizens  in  eastern  Massachusetts. 
We  appreciate  their  problems,  including  the  need  for 
a  decent  and  adequate  source  of  water  for  the  urban  part 
of  our  state.  But  other  solutions  to  those  problems 
already  exist,  and  still  others  may  be  discovered  if 
a  diligent  and  sincere  effort  is  made  to  find  them. 

Come  out  here  and  enjoy  this  valley  and  the  aesthetic, 
recreational  and  other  opportunities  presented  by  the  river. 
We  who  live  here  do  not  "own"  the  river.     It  is  your  river 
too.     But  we  feel  a  special  duty,  as     its  neighbors  and  friends, 
to  look  a.fter  the  river  and  to  protect  it  from  short- 
sighted actions  which  we,  or  you,  might  take  now  and  regret 
later. 

Good  luck  in  your  task  of  devising  a  better  solution 
to  the  water  needs  of  our  eastern  neighbors. 


and  Margaret  M.  Simons 
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John  B,  Saxmders  &  Family 

83  Oakman  St, 

Turners  Falls,  Ma.  01 376 
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June  9,  1986 


James  S,  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Dir. 

1  Center  Plaza 

Boston,  Ma.  02108 

Dear  Mr.  Hoyte, 

I  and  my  family  are  totally  opposed  to  the  MDC  interest  in  increasing 
their  water  supply  throu^  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  Millers 
River/Tully  Lake.        It  is  much  more  appropriate  that  they  fix  their 
leaks,  which  is  a  total  wGiste  of  our  resources,  as  well  as  better 
conservation  and  better  watershed  management.    We  are  totally  opposed 
to  any  diversion  and  we  urge  you  to  similarly  take  this  logical  position. 

I  watched  with  interest  on  television  today,  a  computerized  van  which 
can  help  to  locate  leaks  through  noise  detection.    In  the  show  they  found 
one  underground,  open  branch  which  was  feeding  a  vacant  lot  to  the  extent 
of  perhaps  100,000  gallons  per  year.       That  is  the  effort  and  expense 
that  should  be  undertaken. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


Very  truly  yotirs 


John  B,  Saunders 
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James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  o-f  Directors   

1   Cen  ter  PI aza 

Boston,   MA  02108  June   9,  1986 


From:   Robert  Kumin 

5  Map  1 e  Street 

Turners  Falls,  MA  01376 


Dear  Mr .   Hoy te , 


As  a  -former  resident  o-f  Boston,   and  now  a  resident  o-f 
the   Connecticut   River  'v'aHey,    I    am  very  concerned  over 
recent   proposals  by   the  I'lDC .     The  MDC    is  proposing  to 
increase    its  water  supply.     Among  the  alternatives  being 
considered  are  diversion  o-f   the  Connecticut   River  and  the 
Millers  River/Tully  Lake. 


The  proposed  diversion  o-f   the  Connecticut  River  would 
set  back  considerably  the  progress  that  has  been  made  to 
restore   the  ecological    balance  of   the  river.      In  addition, 
such  diversion  would  not,    I   believe,   solve   the  problem  o-f 
water  shortages   in  Boston. 

I   urge  you   to  oppose   the  diversion  o-f   any  river  and 
r  e  c  omme  n  d  instead: 


1.  Fixing  leaks; 

2.  Domestic  and   industrial   water  conservation; 

3.  Better  watershed  management. 

I    trust   that   these  measures  will   be  explored  -fully  be-fore 
any  attempt   to  disrupt  a  river  occurs. 


Si  ncer e 1 y , 
Rober  t  P .   Kum  i  n 
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Debrah  Waryas 
47  Oak  Marsh 

Turners  Falls,  MA  01376 
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William  L.  Snow 

Chairman 

Franklin  W.  Fessenden 

V  ic  e -C  hairman 

Mel  WiUens 

Clerk 

James  S.  Hoyte,  Chairman 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

1 00  F  i  rst  Avenue 

Charlestown  Navy  Yard 

Boston,  MA  02109 

Dear  Chairman  Hoyte:  re:  mWR  Water  Supply  Study  S  EIR  2020 

The  Town  of  Natick  has  a  longstanding  commitment  to  the  integrity  of 
the  Sudbury  River  system.     The  Natick  Board  of  Selectmen  appointed  a 
representative  to  the  Sudbury  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee  when  the 
latest  treatment  proposal  was  made  public  in  the  winter  of  1979.  The 
plan  to  divert  water  from  the  Sudbury  Reservoir  and  river  stem  is  one 
of  nine  alterant ives  being  considered  by  the  MWRA  as  a  means  of  aug- 
menting water  supply  to  the  MWRA  customer  communities  to  the  year  2020. 

The  Town  of  Natick  along  with  communities  in  the  watershed  has  been 
careful  to  protect  its  own  water  supply  and  to  remain  self  sufficient 
for  the  forseeable  future. 

Since  the  present  system  was  initiated,  Lake  Cochituate  has  depended 
on  a  3.1  million  gallons  a  day  release  by  the  MWRA  from  the  Sudbury 
Reservoir  #3  to  the  Sudbury  Aqueduct  and  eventually  to  the  lake  at 
Course  Brook.    This  water  returns  to  the  Sudbury  River  as  a  part  of  the 
Lake  Cochituate  discharge.    Natick  draws  almost  all  of  its  water  from 
Lake  Cochituate  groundwater  sources  within  the  Sudbury  watershed. 
Natick  is  committed  to  assuring  the  protection,  of  its  water  supply. 
Natick  recommends  that  the    MWRA  pursures  non-diversion  techniques. 

Until  recently  population  in  the  Greater  Boaton  area  was  declining 
whereas  population  between  Routes  128  and  495  has  been  increasing.  We 
can  expect  that  an  increasing  need  for  water  from  the  Sudbury  will  con- 
tinue. The  minimum  guarantee  of  a  million  and  a  half  gallons  per  day 
into  the  river  from  Framingham  Dam  #1  established  many  years  ago  is 
woefully  inadequate  for  the  burgeoning  population  needs  of  this  area. 


Board  of  Selectmen  •  13  East  Central  Street  •  Room  108  •  Natick,  Massachusetts  01760  •  (617)  651-7230 
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James  S.  Hoyte,  Chairman 
Page  Two 
June  5,  1986 

The  Water  Resources  Authority  has  a  an  enviable  opportunity  to  establish 
a  really  effective  water  management  program  in  the  Commonwealth.  From 
what  we  have  learned  of  the  nine  alternative  ways  to  provide  water,  the 
non-diversion  techniques  promise  the  most  success  at  least  cost  with 
minimal  environmental    impact.    These  options  include  100%  metering 
which  will  cut  down  on  the  amount  of  unaccounted  for  water,  conservation 
measures   in  new  and  retrofitting  in  existing  buildings,  rehabilitation 
of  local   supplies  which  by  law  can  no  longer  be  abandoned,  more  efficient 
watershed  management,  and  leak  detection  and  repair.     Natick  and  other 
donor  communities  know  this  Sudbury  watershed  is  a  valuable  resource 
which  we  truly  respect.     We  are  convinced  that  need  on  the  part  of  the 
MWRA  communities  has  not  been  proven  beyond  the  volume  which  could  be 
provided  by  non-diversion  techniques  fully  available  as  an  augmented 
source. 

Natick  urges  the  Board  of  the  MWRA  to  give  more  detailed  consideration 
to  the  water  supply  needs  and  environmental   impacts  on  all  the  communities 
which  will  be  affected  by  proposed  diversions.     In  the  case  of  the 
Sudbury  alternative,  Natick  believes  that  the  resource  would  be  used 
more  efficiently  at  less  cost  by  existing  user  communities  within  the 
watershed. 


CC:     Senator  Edward  Burke 

Representative  Joseph  Connolly 
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otatement  by  Joan  Kimball,   (budbury  River  Litizens    Advisroy  #/// 
CoiTiinittee ,  memder  trom  Lincoln,  Massacnusetts) 
to  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  authority: 


Diversion  is  an  action  o+  last  resort.     Be+ore  diversion  o-f  the 
Sudbury  is  even  considered,  there  must  be  (1)   implementation  of  everv 
possible  conservation  measure,  public  and  private;  and  (2)  new  studies 
to  project  the  water  needs  of  the  metropol itan  system  with  these 
conservation  measures  in  place.     To  divert  the  Sudbury  River,  and 
then,  for  the  system,  or  its  users,  to  waste  water  is  an 
unconscionable  use  ot  our  river. 


The  metropolitan  system  will  need  water  at  times  o-f  drought  when 
levels  of  the  the  Sudbury  are  low,  or  even  below  the  minimums  for 
diversion.     I  am  convinced  that  once  money  is  spent  to  build  the 
infrastructure  for  diversion,  there  will   be  a  fiscal    imperative  to 
divert  the  waters  regardless  of  the  effect  on  the  Sudbury. 

If  diversion  is  ever  considered,  it  will  be  essential   to  enact 
legislation  based  on  minimum  flow  and  elevations  to  ensure  the  health 
of  the  river. 

Last  fall   I  did  a  study  of  one  of  Lincoln's  wells  and  in  so  doing,  I 
graphed    79  river  elevations  at  Sherman  Bridge  (U.S    Fish  and  Wildlife 
data)  during  1985.     The  levels  were  extremely  low  until  November. 
Although  on  less    than  half  the  79  days,  diversion  would  be  permitted, 
the  minimums  for  diversion  are  too  low  for  river  maintenance.  With 
diversion,  these  minimums  would  be  below  even  those  recommended  as 
necessary  for  wildlife  (Appendix  E,  draft  EIR) . 


My  concerns  about  diversion  and  low  waters  of  the  Sudbury  include  the 
f ol  1  owing : 

1.  Lack  of  flow  to  maintain  the  river  system. 

The  draft  EIR  did  not  investigate  levels  needed  to  preserve  the 
flood  plain.  Low  flow  levels  will  concentrate  pollutants,  and  lower 
the  quality  of  the  river.    This  will   not  only  damage  the  river  for  its 
life  systems,  but  also  render  it  unacceptable  for  recreation. 
(Fishing  is  already    prohibited  in  many  places  because  of  mercury 
pol  1 ut  ion  . ) 

2.  Lack  of  flow  to  maintain  the    drinking  water  supplies  for  the 
communities  which  depend  on  the  river. 

The  draft  EIR  includes  a  modeling  of  Wayland's  Meadowview  well 
(based  on  5  mgd  less  than  the  proposed  diversion).     The  model  shows 
that  only  when  the  river  was  at  or  below  levels  of  110.65  would  the 
well   be  damaged.     The  draft  EIR  implies  that  the  problem  will  be 
averted  by  the  simple  means  of  not  diverting  during  the  summer.  Using 
last  year  s  data  and  factoring  in  diversion,  levels  were  at  or  below 
110.65  in  non-summer  months;     the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  well 
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will   be  tnreatened  with  diversion. 

Today,  with  an  unaccepted  dra+t  EIR,  with  inadequate  research  on  the 
impact  ot  diversion  and  with  lack  ot  convincing  evidence  that  the 
5v5teiTi  must  have  river  waters,  diversion  must  not  be  approved.  We  do 
not  want  to  act  against  the  work  of  the  last  two  decades  in  cleaning 
up  rivers;  we  do  not  want  to  turn  existing  rivers  into  low-+ lowing, 
pol 1 uted  streams  . 


Joan  Kimball 
Hillside  Road 
Lincoln,  MA  01773 
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CM.  Bonnette 
23  Alden  Street 
Springfield,  MA  01301 
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June  18,  1986 


Mr.  James  Hoyte,  Chairman 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources 


Authority 
Charles town  Navy  Yard 
100  1st  Avenue 
Boston,  MA  02129 


Dear  Mr.  Hoyte: 

The  MDC  is  proposing  to  increase  its  water  supply.     Among  the  alternatives 
being  considered  are  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  and  the  Millers 
River /Tully  Lake. 

I  urge  you  to  oppose  the  diversion  of  any  river  into  the  good  drinking 
water  we  know  have.     However,  I  do  recommend  that  the  many  water  leaks  we 
have  in  the  City  of  Boston  be  fixed.     We  are  being  charged  for  thousands 
of  gallons  of  water  loss  every  day.    Water  is  a  precious  necessity  of  life. 
As  a  home  owner  and  a  resident  of  the  City  of  Boston  I  have  seen  our  water 
and  now  sewer  bills  go  up  and  up..     What  better  way  to  conserve  water  and 
negating      the  need  for  poluted  river  diversions  into  our  water  supply.  Better 
management  of  the  system  and  watershed  is  needed  to  protect  what  we  have  now — 
one  of  the  best  clean  water  sources  in  the  country,  the  Quabin  Reservoir. 


Sincerely, 


HELEN  F.  HOLOCH 
162  Manchester  Street 
Jlattapan,  MA  02126 
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June  18,  1986 
11  Ester  Avenue 
Greenfield,  MA 
01301 


n         5  1986 


James  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MIVRA  Board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Avenue 
Charlestown,  MA  02129 

Dear  Mr.  Hoyte: 

I  am  writing  to  thanJc  you  for  your  support  in  opposing  the  Connecticut 
auid  Millers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  wdll  save 
enough  water  so  that  we  w±ll  not  med  any  diversions*    Please  influence 

the  MWRA  to  : 

1.  Enforce  effective,  ongoing  leaJc  repair 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatory 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  most. 


pay  the  most 


Sincerely  yours. 


Susan  Kreplicic 


SK/sJc 


cc:  Representative  Carmen  Buell 


State  House 


Boston,  MA  02133 
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LEAGUE  OF 

Lincoln, 


WOMEN  VOTERS 

Massachusetts 

June   22,  1986 


Mr.  James  S.  Hoyte 

Chairman,   Mass.   Water  Resources  Authority 
One  Center  Plaza 
Boston,  Mass. 

Dear  Mr.  Hoyte, 


I  wish  to  urge   the  Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Authority  to 
reject  any  proposal   to  divert  river  water   for  the   use   of  the 
Metropolitan  Boston  Area  until  after  all   efforts  have  been 
made   to  use  our  current  resources  as  efficiently  as  possible. 

The   League   of  Women  Voters   of   the   United  States   first  studied 
water   issues   in   1958.   At   that   time   the  League  went  on  record 
as  supporting   "policies  and  procedures  that  promote 
comprehensive  long-range  planning  for  conservation  and 
development  of  water  resources."   Conservation   is   the  first 
option  because   it  eliminates  the  practices  that  waste  current 
resources  and  would  continue  to  waste  future  supplies.  Long- 
range  planning   is  essential   to  estimate  the  effects  that 
development,    including  diversions,   will  have  on  natural  eco- 
systems that  are  as  delicate  as  they  are  essential. 

The  proposal   to  divert  water  from  the  Sudbury  River  shows 
serious   flaws  based  on  both  principles.   To  spend  money  on 
diversions  and  treatment  plants   instead  of  fixing  leaking 
pipes   is  to  condone  waste.   Those  who    imply  that  a  diversion 
is  not  a  diversion   if  the  MDC  already  owns  the  water  rights 
are  engaging   in  sophistry  of  the  worst  kind.  Furthermore, 
people  who  are  concerned  for  the   long  run  will   look  at  a 
study  that  calls  for  a  50%   increase   in  water  usage  by  a 
population  only  12%  larger  and  conclude  that  a  major  campaign 
to  reduce  water  consumption  is  essential,   not  diversions.  If 
we  allowed  usage  to  climb  at  this  rate  we  would  guarantee  a 
water  shortage  by  the  middle  of  the  next  century. 

Recent  experiences   in  environmental  clean-ups  should  make  us 
realize  how  easy   it   is  to  destroy  an  ecosystem  and  how 
difficult   it   is  to  rebuild  one.   We  must  all  act  as  stewards 
of  our  environment,  putting  aside  the   "looter"   mentality  that 
saw  every  natural  resource  as  unlimited  and  up  for  grabs. 

River  diversions  encourage  waste.   Let  us  use  our  resources 
more  wisely  in  the  future,    instead  of  trying  to  use  more  of 
them . 
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8  Plantation  Circle 
Greenfield  MA  01301 
June  25,1986 


Representative  James  Hoyte 
Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Ave. 
Charlestown,  MA  02129 

Dear  Representative  Hoyte, 

I  am  writing  to  thank  you  for  your  support  in  opposing  the  Connecticut 
and  Millers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  will  save  enough  water 
so  that  we  will  not  need  any  diversions.    Please  influence  the  MWRA  to: 

1.  Enforce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair. 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatory. 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  use  the  most  pay  the  most. 


Sincerely, 


WKM/smm 
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July  19,  1986 


re |s|i|dents ,  landowners,  visitors  and  other  interested  persons,  we  are 
oapprned  by  the  fact  that  the  Plymouth  Acquifer  Alternative  remains 
^1  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report  #2020,  dated 


While  this  report  contains  mainly  negative  opinions  concerning  the  use  of 
the  Plymouth  Acquifer,   they  are,  however,  mildly  stated  on  page  7  and  we  feel 
that  our  concern  is  justified  since  it  has  been  widely  reported  that  the  Governor 
will  veto  the  Connecticut  River  Alternative  since  Connecticut  threatens  to  sue, 
and  also  the  Merrimac  River  Alternative. 


^  ^  Resident-5       '  ^ 


As  of  July  4,   1985,  the  MDC  no  longer  has  jurisdiction  in  this  matter,  and 
although  Commissioner  Geary  stated  that  he  would  veto  the  Plymouth  Acquifer 
Alternative,  he  is  no  longer  in  control  of  this  aspect. 

According  to  the  Wallace  Floyd  Associates  Inc.  report,  the  major  impact 
associated  with  the  pumping  from  the  proposed  wellfields  (8  wells  east  of 
College  Pond  in  the  State  Forest,  3  wells  east  o^  Bloody  Pond  and  east  of  Route 
3,  and  6  wells  east  of  Little  Long  Pond)  would  be  a  significant  drawdown  of 
local  ground  water  levels;  negative  impact  on  aquatic  life  thereafter;  threaten 
red-belly  turtles    habitat,   local  cranberry  bogs  and  reduce  stream  flow. 

uoting  from  the  report  "Wetlands  and  shallow  ponds  (at  least  12)   in  the 
areas  of  the  5  to  15  foot  drawdown  will  be  transformed  into  terrestrial 
(translate  as  dry  land)  habitat,  and  wet  land  habitat  (marsh)  respectively." 

As  citizens  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and  residents  of  the 
Town  of  Plymouth,  we  implore  our  representatives  to  take  action  to  remove 
the  Plymouth  Acquifer  Alternative  as  a  preferred  proposal  for  supplying  15 
million  gallons  of  water  per  day  to  Quincy,  an  area  outside  our  watershed,  by 
means  of  a  27  mile  pipeline  laid  along  Route  3. 
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TOWN    OF    SUDBURY  [ 


fi  JUL  3  0  1986 


01776 


i'^nssac- use":  t s  Water  Resources  Authority  Board 
rtt cent ijn :      James   5.    Hoyte,  Chairman 
Massacnuset t s  Water  Resources  Authority 
Cne  Center  Piaza 
Boston,    y.A  02108 


July  25 


RE:    Suooury   River   Diversion   and  Water   Supply  Management. 


Dear   Boara  Members: 


The  Town  of  Sudbury  has  for  a  long  time  been  concerned  with 
preserving  the  integrity  of  the  Concord  and  Sudbury  Rivers.  In 
1979  wnen  tne  latest  water  supply  augmentation  proposal  was  made 
puolic,  our  Board  of  Selectmen  and  Planning  Board  appointed  two 
residents  to  the  Sudbury  River  Advisory  Committee.  As  you  know, 
the  plan  to  divert  water  from  the  Sudbury  River  is  one  of  the 
nine  alternatives  being  considered  by  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority  as  a  means  of  augmenting  water  supplies  to 
the  MWRA  customer  communities. 


The  Town  of  Sudbury,  with  other  communities  in  the  watershed,  has 
invested  substantial  effort  and  funds  in  protecting  both  tne 
Suaoury  River  and  the  Town's  water  supply.  We  are  committed  to 
insuring  that  these  efforts  are  not  jeopardized  and,  therefore, 
request  that  the  MWRA  give  priority  to  non-di version 
alternatives. 


In  the  following  paragraphs,  we  address  several  issues  which,  in 
our  opinion,  are  of  great  importance  both  to  the  Town  of  Sudbury 
and   to  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 


yAIER  SUPPLY  DECENTRALIZATION   AND   INTERBA5IN  TRANSFER  LAWl 

We  are  particularly  concerned  in  regard  to  the  past  trend  of  the 
MDC  toward  a  highly  centralized  and  therefore  highly  vulnerable 
water  supply  system.  History  shows  that  the  MDC  has  been 
unsuccessful  in  maintaining  and  protecting  many  of  its  former 
sources  of  water  supply.  We  hope  that  the  MWRA  will  place  more 
emphasis  on  promoting  the  development  and  restoration  of  local 
water  supplies. 

Also,  we  are  concerned  that  the  MDC  appears  to  have  been 
describing  the  proposed  Sudbury  River  diversion  as  a  reactivation 
of  an  existing  source  of  supply.  The  use  of  this  (reactivation) 
terminology  raises  the  specter  that  an  attempt  is  underway  to 
remove  the  proposed  Sudbury  River  diversion  from  the  prrjtections 
provided  by  the  Interbasin  Transfer  Law.  We  hope  that  the  MWRA 
will   discourage  any  such  attempt . 
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PROTECTION  OF   LOCAL  WATER  oUPPLIEol 


tne  past  --  inciudin'^  the  recent  p-ast  --  me  Town  of  5ucC'urv 
.-.as  oeen  thwarted  by  the  State  in  t.ne  Town's  attempts  to  protec 
its   present _ana   future   sources  of   water  supply. 

r"or  eyamole-.  the  DEOE  has  notified  the  Town  that  5udbury  is  not 
eligible  for  Aquifer  Protection  Lana  Acquisition  funds  tor  its 
main  water  supply  well  field,  because  the  well  field  is  suoiect 
to   too  great   a   risk  of  contamination. 

h'owevgr,  when  the  Town  requested  that  EOEA  require  an 
Environmental  Impact  Study  (EI5)  for  the  Chiswick  Site 
development  because  the  curb  cut  would  create  a  new  i nt ersect.  ion 
m  the  recharge  area  (the  site  already  has  an  alternate  access' 
with  attendant  increase  of  accident  and  contaminant  spill 
potential  in  one  of  the  two  main  recharge  areas  for  the  well 
field,  EOEA  nevertheless  waived  the  requirement  for  an  EIS.  The 
stated  T ust if icat 1 on  for  the  waiver  was  that  the  State  DPW  would 
address  these  issues  in  their  decision  to  approve  or  not  approve 
the  curb  cut.  On  the  other  hand,  the  DPW  claims  that  it  is 
obligated  by  court  decisions  to  virtually  automatically  approve 
such  curb  cuts.   Consequently,   no  Impact  Study   is  performed. 

With  such  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  State  agencies,  how  are 
the  local  communities  expected  to  be  able  to  protect  their  local 
water  supplies?  If  the  Board  wishes,  Sudbury  will  provide 
official   records  documenting   these  facts. 

Unfortunately,  this  example  is  not  an  isolated  case,  but  rather 
appears  to  be  typical  of  the  inability  of  local  and  state 
agencies  to  cooperate  in  protecting  our  water  supplies.  We  hope 
that  the  MWRA  will  appreciate  the  fact  that  some  communities  are 
attempting  to  protect  local  water  supplies  but  are  being 
undermined  by  the  lack  of  state  support  at  crucial  junctures  in 
the  decxsion-making  process. 

WATER   RESOURCES  IIANAGEMENT  POLICYl 

The  Water  Resources  Authority  now  has  the  opportunity  to 
establish  an  effective  water  resource  management  program  for  th^ 
Commonwealth.  From  what  we  have  learned  of  the  nine  alternatives 
under  consideration  for  providing  water,  we  have  become  convinced 
that  the  non-diversion  alternatives  promise  the  most  success  at 
least  cost  with  minimal  environmental  impact.  These  alternatives 
include  IOC's  metering  which  will  minimize  the  amount  of 
unaccounted-for  water,  conservation  measures  m  new  construction 
and  retrofitting  m  existing  buildings,  rehabilitation  of  local 
water  supplies  (which  by  law  can  no  longer  be  abandoned^.  more 
effective  watershed  management,  leak  detection  and  repair,  and 
more  realistic  fee  structures  and  use  regulations.  We  are  not 
convinced  that  the  MWRA  communities  have  been  proven  to  have  a 
legitimate  need  (in  contrast  to  a  demand)  which  cannot  be 
provided  by  non-di version  techniques.      Furthermore,    the  decision- 
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making  criteria  implied  in  the  Water  3upply  EIR  are  not  ras-?'-. 
upon  sound  decision-maK  ina  theory.  This  is  easily  seen  if  on-= 
consults  a   text   on   modern   statistical   dec i s i on  -  making  tneory. 

We  hope  that  the  Board  of  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  wrll  support  and  promote  the  policies  set  forth  in  the 
Interbasin  Transfer  Law  and  will  give  proper  and  detail.ed 
consiaerat ion  to  tne  water  supply  needs  and  the  environmental 
concerns  of  all  those  communities  which  would  be  affected  oy  the 
proposed  diversion  proposa 1 s - - t he  aonor  as  well  as  the  user 
communities. 


CONCLUSION! 

In  summary,  we  request:  that  the  MWRA  seek  to  establisn  more 
technically  realistic  and  theoretically  sound  decision-makina 
criteria  than  those  implied  m  the  Water  Supply  EIR;  that  the 
proposed  Sudbury  River  Diversion  be  accorded  the  protection 
provided  by  the  Interbasin  Transfer  Law;  that  procedures  be 
developed  which  will  prevent  State  agencies  from  undermining  the 
communities'  attempts  to  protect  their  water  resources;  that  more 
effective  fee  structures  and  use  regulations  be  adopted;  and  that 
the  MWRA  endeavor  to  implement  the  spirit  embodied  in  the 
restrictions  and  preconditions  required  by  the  Interbasin 
Transfer  Law. 

The  Town  of  Sudbury  will  welcome  a  more  cooperative  and 
coordinated  working  relationship  with  the  State  and  Federal 
agencies  in  our  mutual  attempts  to  protect  our  water  resources 
for  the  future  benefit  of  the  Commonwealth  and   its  citizens. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Loel  n.  Meixsell 
Sudbury  Planning  Board 

cc:     Board  of  Selectmen,  Sudbury 
Water  District,  Sudbury 
Conservation  Commission,  Sudbury 
Board  of  Selectmen,  Wayland 
Planning  Board,  Wayland 
Conservation  Commission,  Wayland 
Water  Supply  CAC 
Sudbury  River  CAC 
Route  20  CAC 

State  &  Federal  Legislators  &  Officials 
Metrowest  Regional   Planning  Group 
News  Media 

LMM/abm  • 
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CAROL  C  AMICK 

SENATE  CHAIRMAN 
STATE  MOUSE  OFFICE 
ROOM  41  3 E 
TEL.  722-IS7I 


al|p  (HflmmximDpallli  of  fflaBHarI|uaptlH 

SPECIAL  LEGISLATIVE  COMMISSION 
ON  WATER  SUPPLY 
Stat*  House,  Boston,  MA  02 1 33 


AUG  0  ^  1Q36 


July  29,  1986 


JAY  HEALY 

HOUSE  CHAIRMAN 
STATE  HOUSE  OFFIC£ 
ROOM  33 
TEL  722-2060 

ANDREW  GOTTLIEB 
EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR 
STATE  HOUSE  OFFICE 
ROOM  33 
TEL.  722-2060 


The  Board  of  Directors 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Charlestown  Naval  Yard 
100  First  Avenue 
Boston,   MA  02129 

Dear  MWRA  Board  Member: 

i-'^^^-'"^^  Enclosed   are   copies   of    resolutions    filed   in   both   the  House 

"^'"^•W.  °^  Representatives  and  the  Senate.  The  resolutions  state  the 
intention  of  a  substantial  number  of  legislators  not  to  approve 
of  a  diversion  of  the  Merrimack  River,  the  Connecticut  River, 
the  Millers  River,  the  Sudbury  River,  the  Tully  River  or  the 
Plymouth  Aquifer  into  the  MWRA  system  until  all  pertinent  legal 
requirements  have  been  met. 

A  majority  of  the  Senate  members  and  more  than  one  third 
of  the  members  of  the  House  have  signed  the  resolutions.  The 
resolutions  are  another  clear  statement  by  the  Massachusetts 
Legislature  that  the  legal  requirements  of  the  Interbasin  Transfer 
Act,  the  Water  Management  Act  and  the  MWRA  Enabling  Act  must 
be  met  before  the  MWRA  seeks  to  augment  it's  supplies  through 
diversions . 

The  Special  Legislative  Commission  on  Water  Suppply 
appreciates  the  complexity  of  the  matters  before  you.  We 
encourage  you  to  continue  in  your  efforts  to  make  responsible 
decisions  on  the  water  needs  of  the  service  area. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan  l.  healy 

House  Chairman 


CAROL  C.  UmICK 

Senate  Chairman 
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oheila  'A,  Kelly 
1.94     ;[ir.h  otriet 
Greenfield,  iwa.  , 
June  18,1936. 


A?ore3er^t;"i'tlve  Carmen  Buell 
State  House,  Boston,  02133. 


Dear  '.3.  ■==udlli 


H  JUN  2  0  1986 


Thar.k-you  for  your  support  in  onposin.-?;  the  Connecticut  and 
.'■'illers  River  'liversions .     I  hope  ycur  active  involvmer.t  in 
this  issue  will  continue. 

Please  influence  the  to  act  in  ways  that  will  ensure  the 

Eastern  ''ass.  towi-.s  anous;}!  water  without  diversions  by  effectively 
enf crc  ins  i 


-on '0 inn:  leak  repair 

-mandatory  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation 
-water  rated  commensurate  \/ith  use. 


Si'-.cerely, 


Sheila  M.  Kelly 


QQt  James  Hoyte 

Chairman,  l.WRA  Board  of  Direcotrs 
Charles  town  I^avy  Ya$d 

100  First  Ave,,    Charlestown,  lAa,  ,  02139 
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June  18,  198 S 


rrreenfleld,  Ha.  OlCOl 


Renreeentatlve 


-amen  ^uell 


"tate  House 


Boston,  aa«  o2133 


Deqr  .amen 


'Ve  wish  to  fla  ank  you  for  your  mi'^nort  in  op'X)8ing  the 

Connecticut  and  iJillers  Rivers  diversion. 

He^se  continue  to  woxic  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Faetem 

liassachusettfl  will  save  enough  w^ter  so  that  such 

diversions  will  be  unnecessary,     "lease  influence  the  U'/RA  to 

1.  "^nforce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair 

2.  Uake  industrial  ?)nd  domestic  water  conservation 
mandatory 

3.  Chi^nge  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  mo-z 
^ay  the  most 

Sincerely,  / 


cc  James  ^oyte 

'Chairman,  LfVPA  Board  of  Directors 
^>»arlestown  ?Tavy  Tard 
loo  First  Ave. 
Charleston,  Ivla  02129 
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S-ju'i^e  =*ri tat  1  i.'e  Carmen  Buel' 

■tat*  HO'JS^ 


?*pr  #  5en  tat; Bue 1  1  , 


i  ST'?  rxritii-.Q  to  triank  -ou  tor  -our  support  in  opposing  the 
Connecticut  %nd  Millers  Pi^er  d  1 '-er  5  :  ons  . 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts 
•u  I  •  1  sa'.'e  enough  water  so  that  we  will  not  need  an'  di'^er- 
3  ions.  P'ease  in+luence  the  Mi.<iRA  to: 

1.  Enforce  e +  -*^ec  1 1 ''e  ,  on^going  leak  repair 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  ^Ajater  conser  i  t  1  on  rrian- 
datory 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that   those  who  use  the 
most  pa/  the  most 


"'espec  t  +  u  1 


The  Hill  mans 


Doug  and  Polly  Hillman 
■54  Harr  1  50n  Ai;e  . 
Creen-f  I  e  1  d  ,  Ma.  01301 


cc  James  Hoyte 

Ci'iairman,  MWRA  Board  0+  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
1:jO  First  A»>e  . 
Charlestown,  Ma.  02129 
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24  George  St., 
Greenfield,  MA.  01301 
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270  Contoy  St. , 
Greenfield,  MA.  01301 


June  21,  1986 


Representative  Carman  Buell 
State  House 
Boston,  MA  02133 


'  JUM2  3 

UC^3^^3I^ 


Dear  Rep.  Buell: 


I  appreciate  and  support  your  concern  about  the  C 
and  Miller  River  diversions. 


Please  do  all  you  can  to  see  that  the  cities  and 
Eastern  Mass.  will  do  all  that  Is  necessary  to  pr 
diversion. 


Please  Influence  the  MWRA  to:     enforce  oncrolnflr  le 
make  Industrial  and  domestic  water  conservatlo  n 
chanfl^e  the  water  rate  -  those  who  use  the  most  sh 
the  most. 


Sincerely , 

your  Greenfield  neighbor. 


Diane  Land  Is 

llOH  Conway  St. , 
Greenfield,  MA.  01301 

cc  tot    James  Hoyte 
Chairman 

MWRA  Boart  of  Directors 
Charles town  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Ave. 
Char lest own,  MA  02129 
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C Airmen  Buel  i 

House  o*   Rep-^esentati  ve  = 

Tta'T.e  Hou=e 

Boston,   Mass.  02133 


'jui^^a  1S86  I 


^     ^  vr^.'   ror   yc'J^   continued   support  i: 

I  writing  to    -^^^^  7 ""V  r.nn^^r x .t   and  Mi i 1 e- = 

opposing   tne  atre-pts  to  divert    -he  Con 


•'1  ^j-er  ^ 


I   look   *oru.ara  to  your   continued  support  toward 
Influencing   the  MWRA  to: 

enforce  et  +  ective  ongoing   leak  r-epair 

.ake  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  ..a^datory 
reverse  the  water  ^ate  structure 

Thanks  for  your  continued  help. 

Sincerel y . 

Anna  Morrison 

21   Grinneli   St.,   Hreen+ield,  Mass. 

cc=    Jafnes  Hoyte 

Chair,   MWRA  Board  o-f  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Ave. 
Charlestown,   Mass.  02129 


June  19,  1986 


To:     Representative  Carmen  Buell 
State  House 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02133 

From:     Mr.  and  Mrs.  Basil  Roman 
12  Gold  Street 

Greenfield,  Massachusetts  01301 
Dear  Representative  Buell: 

We  are  writing  to  thank  you  for  your  suppott  in  opposing  the 
Connecticut  and  Millers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  ■ill 
save  enough  water  so  that  we  will  not  need  any  diversions. 
Please  influence  the  MWRA  to: 

1.  Enforce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair; 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  man- 
datory; and 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  most 


pay  the  most. 


^>^c:    Jaaes  Hoyte  i 

Chalman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 

Charlastoan  Navy  Yard 

100  First  Avanua 

CharlestOHn,  Massachusetts  02129 
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Tomsun 


June  20,  1986 


Representative  Cannen  Buell 
State  House 
Boston,  MA  02135 

Dear  Representative  Buell, 

I  am  writing  to  thank  you  for  your  support  in  opposing  the 
Connecticut  and  N4illers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts 
will  save  enough  water  so  that  we  will  not  need  any  diversions. 
Please  influence  the  MWRA  to: 

1.  Enforce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatory 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  most 


TT:aer 

cc:    James  Hoyte 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Avenue 
Charlestown,  MA  02129 


TOMSUN  FX)ODS  INTERN ATIOSAL .  INC. 
305  Wells  St.  Greenfield  MA  01301  /  (413)  772-0746.  774-3141 
122  East  42nd.  St,  Suite  3500.  New  York.  NY  10017/(212)  661-9680 


pay  the  most. 


/TRomas  Timmins 
President 
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Victoria  G  Callahan 
54  Meadow  Lane 
June  24.  1986 


Representative  Carmen  Buell 
Slate  House 
Boston.  MA  02133 

Dear  Representative  Buell: 

I  am  writing  to  lhank  you  for  your  support  in  opposing  the  Connecticut 
and  Millers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  will  save 
enough  water  so  that  we  will  not  need  any  diversions.  Please  influence  the 
MWRA  to: 

! .  Erf'^'-ce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatory 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  most  pay  the 


cc  James-Hoyie 

Chairman,  MWRA  Board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
1 00  First  Avenue 
Charlestown,  MA  02129 


most 


Sincereley, 


Victoria  G.  Callahan 
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June   25,  1986 


^  JUN  2J  1985 


Representative  Carmen  Buell 
State  House 
Boston  ,    MA . 


Janice  Sieser 

80   Newell   Pond   Rd . 

Greenfield ,  MA 


Dear  Represenati ve  Buell: 

Thank  you   for   your  support  in  opposing   the  Connecticut  and 
Millers  Falls  diversions. 

We   must   ensure   that   towns   in   Eastern  Ma s sac hu ss e t t s  practice 
water   conservation   so   diversions   are   unnecessary.      The  MWRA 
must   be   influenced  to: 

1.  Enforce  effective,    ongoing   leak  repair 

2.  Make   industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatory 

3.  Change  water  rates-  those  who  use  the  most  should  pay  the 
most . 


Sincerely , 


cc  James  Hoyte 

Chairma9  MWRA  board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Ave. 
Charlestown,  MA 
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22  Duren  Drive 

Greenfield,  AA  OI3OI 
June  25.  1986 


Repreeentative  Carman  Buell 
State  House 
Boston,  MA  02133 

Dear  Representative  Buell: 

We  are  writing  to  thank  yon  for  your  support  in  opposing  the  Connecticut 
and  Millers  River  diversions. 

Please  help  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  will  save 
enough  water  30  that  we  will  not  need  any  diversions.    Please  influence 
the  MWRA  to: 

1.  Enforce  effective,  ongoing  leak  repair 

2.  Make  industrial  and  domestic  water  conservation  mandatorj 

3.  Change  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  the  most  pay  the  most 
Sincerely, 


Howard  L.  Stimmel 


Reba  L.  Stimmel 
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:r,  ~:  :'z'z,  T.TJfnona  A.  Coutu 
■'•1?  3t, 
3ro  r„:i3l^,  "a,  61361 

I  :;r.  .-.Titin;-  to  tliank  you  for  your  support  in  opposin,^  t'.:L3  Gorr- .octioiit 
and  ..iillcrs  River  diversions, 

PlesijG  Ii2lp  to  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massachusetts  '.viil  lave 

c  or.  "h  •.-.'C-tor  so  that  v/g  will  not  need  any  diversions.     Please  ijifluer.co 

tie  " '  ".A  t  o ; 

1,  yni'orce  efTective,  on^oinr;  leak  repair 

2,  ake  industrial  and  domestic  v/ater  conservation  -ic.nd..tor,7 

3,  Jhan.Tie  the  water  rates  so  that  those  who  use  t.\e  most  j^r.y  t.-.n 
nost. 
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Representative  Carmon  Buell 
State  House 
Boston,  Ma  02133 

^or:     .'^nn  M.  LaPleur 

llCl  Be^nar'iston  Road 
Green^lel^,  I'la  01301 

Dea"  ^ooresenta ti ve  Buell: 

Thank  you  Tor  your  effort  and  suppo^'t  in  oppos- 
ing the  Connecticut  and  Millers  River  diversions. 

To  preserve  our  natural  resources  for  future 
generations  should  be  a  f'rst  priority.     If  Eastern 
T'^as  sachus  et  ts  seriously  makes  a  oomr.itment  to  first 
i^pro'^e  and  repair  their  existing  systems,  as  well  as 
conser"ing  their  v/acer  supply,   such  diversion  should 
be  "Jnnecc  es  s ary  . 

Chanf^ing  the  water  rates  so  tnat  tnose  who  use  tne 
most  pay   the  most  makes  great  sense. 

Please  nelp  zo  ensure  that  towns  in  Eastern  Massa- 
dnusetts  will  save  enough  water  so  that  we  will  not  need 
any  diversions. 

S  incerely , 


Ann  M.  LaFleur 

cc  :   Jar  es  Hoyt  e 

Chairman,  M^.i/RA  Board  of  Directors 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  ^irst  Avenue 
Charlestown,  Ma  02129 
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To:      MWRA  Board   

From:     Ward  3.  Motts 

Re:     Comments  at  Public  Meeting  June  3,  1938 


I  wish  to  submit  the  enclosed  statement  to  replace  the 
secretary's  transcription  of  my  testimony  at  Northampton, 
June  3. 

The  transcription  oE  mv  talk  is  erroneoulsy  ascribed  to 
a  Gordon  Max;    the  transcription  is  incomplete  and  distorts 
what  I  said. 
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Conunents  to  MWRA  on  Water  Supply  Study 


June  3,  1986 


Serious  Problems  From  River  Diversion 
Ward  S-  Motts 

I  am  Ward  S.  Motts  a  hydrogeologist .     Tonight  I  am  going 
to  focus  on  one  aspect  of  diversion  that  has  not  yet  been 
discussed-- that  is  what  realistically  happens  on  a  long-term 
basis  when  diversion  is  implemented. 

In  the  early  1950 's  before  transferring  to  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,   I  worked  as  an  Engineering  Geologist  and  a  Ground 
Water  Geologist  with  the  U.S.   Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  Chico, 
California.     At  first  I  whole  heartedly  supported  the  Central 
Valley  Project   (diverting  water  from  northern  to  southern 
California)    until  I  realized  what  we  were  really  doing.  As 
we  gave  Los  Angeles  more  water  to  satisfy  their  immediate 
needs,   they  would  expand  further,   requiring  more  water  and 
so  on--  the  result  of  this  cycle  of  supply  and  growth  is  the 
inhuman  gigantic  smog-impaired  complex  that  we  call  greater 
Los  Angeles.     We  can  see  why  Jay  Lehr,   head  of  NWWA,   and  actually 
a  conservative  hydrologist  made  the  statement  that  major  diversion 
plans  represent  a  planning  failure. 

The  water  demands  of  a  metropolis  reminds  me  of  a  poster 
that  we  saw  some  years  ago  about  feeding  the  bears  in  Yellowstone 
National  Park.     The  first  diagram  in  the  poster  shows  a  tourist 
giving  a  nice  hungry  bear  a  peanut  out  of  his  lunch  bag. 
The  next  diagram  shows  the  bear  appropriating  the  bag,  and 
the  final  diagram  shows  the  bear  grabbing  the  tourist's  arm. 

There  is  an  analogy  between  the  bear's  ravenous  appetite 
and  a  city's  increasing  demand  for  water.     If  the  pipeline 
is  open  and  the  city  needs  more  water  it  will  take  what  it 
needs  one  way  or  another.     Even  legal  agreements  and  treaties 
mean  nothing  when  the  city  controls  the  pipeline  valve.  This 
is  exactly  what  happened  when  Los  Angeles  violated  a  binding 
legal  agreement  with  Arizona  regarding  Colorado  River  water 
and  just  took  the  water  in  the  1940 's  amd  1950 's.     It  was 
years  before  the  Supreme  Court  finally  settled  the  dispute. 


( 


( 


Ward  S.  Motts 


2 


In  Goaclusion,   on  a  long  ter.n  basis,   diversion  can  pcove  to 
be  a  tragic  mistake  for  reasons  given  by  me  and  other  speakers 
this  evening.     The  best  ans^ver  is  to  obtain  the  needed  water  from 
local  sources  and  options  which  include  but  are  not  limited  to 
repairing  leaky  pipes,   conservation  methods,   local  surface  and 
ground  water  resources,   treatment  of  high  iron  and  manganese 
water,   treatment  of  water  polluted  by  human  activities,  salvage 
of  water  lost  by  excessively  high  evapotranspiration,  and 
artificial  recharge.     Artificial  recharge  methods  have  been  used 
successfully  in  western  United  States  and  hold  great  promise  here 
in  the  East.     Use  of  the  above  methods  rather  than  diversion  can 
save  costly  environmental  and  economic  consequences  that  effect 
both  the  donor  and  receiver  of  diversion  water. 
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P.O.Box  166, 
2  Main  St., 
Whately,  MA.  01093 
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^^ECTICUT  ^ 


Proper  Use  of  Our 
Natural  Resources 


Dedicated  to  the 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER 
WATERSHED   COUNCIL.  INC. 


125  Combs  Road    Easthampton.  Mass.  01027    Telephone  (413)  584  0057 


September  10,  198S 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran,   Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
100  First  Avenue 
Charlestown,   MA  02129 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  summary  of  comments  submitted  during  the  recent  public  hearings  on 
the  various  vater  supply  alternatives,   prepared  by  Jonathan  Yo,   was  excellent. 
I  appreciated  receiving  a  copy  as  a  member  of  WSCAC. 

I  am  writing  to  offer  a  few  minor  corrections  to  the  comments  on  the 
Connecticut  River  alternative. 

Item  #1  states  that  those  opposing  the  alternative  included  48  towns  in 
Massachusetts  and  11  towns  in  Connecticut.     Since  submiting  our  final  comments 
to  you,   we  received  written  statements  from  two  other  municipalities  -- 
Boston,   increasing  the  Massachusetts  total  to  49,   and  Avon,   increasing  the 
Connecticut  total  to  12.     Copies  of  these  two  statements  are  enclosed  for  the 
record. 

Among  the  opponents,   item  #1  should  also  include  three  regional  planning 
agencies  in  Connecticut,   which  represent  all  of  the  Connecticut  municipalities 
adjacent  to  the  Connecticut  River. 

Finally,   item  #44  is  not  quite  precise.     I  believe  it  should  refer  to 
the  combined  impacts  "of  the  Millers  and  Connecticut  River  diversions",  not 
the  combined  impacts  *on  the  Millers  and  Connecticut  Rivers. * 


Thank  you. 


Sincerely, 


Michele  L.  Frome 

Director,   Water  Quality  Program 


cc: 


WSCAC 

Denise  Schlener,  CRWC  Ct.  Office 


r 


r 


r 


AUG  2  7  1935  1 


r 


r 


THERE  IS  NO  WAY  YOU  CAN  POSSIBLI  JUSTIFY  EVEN 

THINKING  ABOUT  USING  THE  RIVER  IT  DOES  NOT  BELONG  TO 

YOU  


P.  Parker 
P.O.  Box  701 
Essex,  CT  06426 
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I  eave  The  River  Alone 


New  England  has  been  spared  the  dog-eat-dog  battle 
for  water  that  many  communities  and  states  in  the 
southwestern  United  States  have  been  waging  for 
decades. 

In  states  like  Arizona,  New  Mexico  and  Colorado, 
water  is  the  most  sought  and  guarded  resource.  Water  is 
to  them  what  oil  has  been  to  us  —  expensively  elsewhere. 
And  rivers  have  been  tapped  and  diverted  there  so  much 
that  some  —  like  the  Rio  Grande  and  Colorado  —  are 
mere  trickles  in  places. 

It  was  only  a  matter  of  time  before  New  England 
states  had  to  be  wary  of  water  resource  policies  beyond 
their  borders.  Now  that  Massachusetts  agencies  have 
targeted  the  Connecticut  River  as  potential  source  of 
water  for  Metropolitan  Boston,  the  time  has  come. 

When  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  was  made  oyer  four 
Massachusetts  towns  30  years  ago,  the  Massachusetts 
Metropolitan  District  Commission  thought  it  had  all  the 
water  it  would  ever  need.  , 

The  MDC  should  continue  to  look  within 
Massachusetts  for  its  future  water  supplies  and  not 
become  dependent  on  a  watercourse  that  traverses  three 
other  New  England  states.  It  would  set  a  dangerous 
precedent  if  one  state  became  dependent  on  a  regional 
river. 

What  is  going  to  happen  if  Vermont  or  New  Hamp- 
shire need  water  in  20  years  and  also  look  to  the  Connec- 
ticut River?  How  can  you  say  no  to  them  if 
Massahcusetts  sticks  a  spigot  in  it  now? 

The  Plymouth  County  aquifer  is  one  of  the  largest 
underground  fresh  water  supplies  in  the  Northeast.  It 
should  be  tapped  before  the  river.  Well  fields  in  western 
Massachusetts  are  another  option  the  MDC  should  fully 
consider  first. 

If  lower  Connecticut  River  valley  residents  are  not 
concerned  with  the  prospect  of  brackish  water  flowing 
ever  farther  north,  than  they  should  be  worried  that  the 
Connecticut  River  may  become  a  future  battle  ground 
for  water  sufficiency.  That  day  should  never  come. 

Even  is  hydological  studies  show  that  the  MDC's  use 
of  the  river  will  not  significantly  change  the  estuary  of 
ihe  shoreline,  the  plan  should  be  dammed,  if  everyone 
:annot  draw  water  from  the  river,  then  no  one  should  — 
or  as  long  as  is  possible. 

Speak  out  now  before  the  trend  becomes  irreversible. 
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Mrs.  Gregory  Smith 

9  Riverbank,  Old  Lyme,  Connecticut  06371-0328 

Idnl^,!  r^^lL^  w\-^ist  pron'^T 
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COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

Jranblin  (Enuntg 

OFFICE  OF  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 


FRANCIS  R.  PLEASANT,  thm. 
Montague 
MARGARET  H.  HERLIHY 
Deer  field 
EVERETT  B.  HATCH 

Greenfield 
HELEN  L.  PEKENIA 
Clerk 


Administrtior 
774-4015 
Community  Services 
774- J 147 

Engineer 

774-3167 

House  of  Correction 

774-4014 
Human  Services 

774-2588 
County  Planner 

774-3167 

Purchasing  Agent 

774-4015 
Registry  of  Deeds 

772-0239 
Solid  Waste  Project 

774-3167 
Treasurer's  Office 

774-4804 
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COURT  HOUSE,  GREENFIELD.  MASS.  01301 
(413)  774^15 

June  6,  1986 

^oard  of  Directors 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
c/o  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
100  Fi  rst  Ave . 
Charles  town,  MA 

Dear  Board  of  Directors: 


The  following  comments  are  being  submitted  for  your  consideration 
as  you  undertake  a  review  of  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental    Impact  Report  2020. 

County 


As    the  elected  officials  of  Franklin  County,   representing  26 
communities  with  a  population  of    64,868     ,  we  have  unanimously 
resolved  to  call   upon  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  work 
to  assure  that  there  will   not  be  diversion  of  any  of  the  rivers  cited 
in  the  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  MWRA.     Furthermore,   the  Franklin 
County  Planning  Board,  composed  of  representatives  from  Franklin 
County  communities  is  unanimous  in  its  opposition  to  augmenting 
supplies  by  means  of  inter-basin  transfer.     The  Franklin  County 
Commissioners  recognize  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority's 
responsibility  in  assessing  the  future  water  supply  needs  of  the  state 
and  developing  policies  which  assure  both  the  long-term  availability 
of  adequate  supplies  and  the  maintenance  of  satisfactory  water  quality 
for  the  widest  range  of  uses.     We  believe  that  this  responsibility 
dictates  a  careful  evaluation  of  all  water  supply  policies  that  may 
have  been  inherited  from  the  Metropolitan  District  Commission  and  that 
may  still  be  operative. 

The  decision  by  the  MWRA  Directors  to  complete  the  five  year  study 
begun  by  the  MDC  should  not  imply  automatic  continuation  of  MOC  policies 
in  the  review  of  the  study.     The  Summary  Report's  cover  letter  states 
that  the  Board  of  Directors  "has  not  yet  reviewed  it  or  accepted 
any  of  the  conclusions  contained  in  it."    Our  concern,  nevertheless, 
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arises  from  Che  lack  of  any  detailed  explanation  by  the  MWRA 
Directors  regarding  the  policies  they  will   use  to  judge  not  only  the 
adequacy  of  the  study's  investigation  of  the  impacts  of  alternative 
means  to  meet  water  supply  needs,  but  the  assumpt  ions  underlying  the 
study's  choice  of  alternative  means.     In  other  words,  we  question 
the  entire  framework  of  the  study's  investigation  of  options. 

In  order  for  the  MWRA  to  earn  the  public's  confidence  during  the 
review  process,   it  would  be  helpful   to  establish  the  principles  on 
which  the  Directors  will  evaluate  the  usefulness  and  applicability 
of  the  study.     A  distinction  should  be  made  between  those  policies 
that  originally  guided  the  study,  and  those  which  the  MWRA  will  use 
in  their  decision-making  process.     Public  comments  on  the  amounts  of 
water  the  Authority  should  be  planning  to  provide  and  the  criteria 
to  be  used  in  choosing  MWRA  actions  should  not  be  limited  to  the 
present  scope  of  study. 

THE  LONG  RANGE  SUPPLY  STUDY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL   IMPACT  REPORT  2020 
IS  OBSOLETE 

Recent  legislative  actions  that  recommend  and/or  require  substantial 
changes  in  institutional   responsibilities  and  powers  must  be  studied 
for  their  potential  application  to  meeting  water  supply  needs. 

Paramount  attention  needs  to  be  given  to  the  implementation  of  the 
Interbasin  Transfer  Act.     The  provisions  of  that  legislation  are 
currently  not  factored  into  the  study's  assessments.     How  will  the 
mandates  and  regulations  of  that  Act  be  applied  to  the  choice  of 
alternatives?     For  example,   information  should  be  developed  on  the 
possible  consequences   (costs,  savings,  changes  in  water  demand)  of  the 
implementation  of  that  Act,  as  well  as  the  possible  effects  of 
independent  actions  that  might  be  taken  by  member  communities. 

Also,  the  effects  of  implementation  of  the  Water  Management  Act 
(Ch.  21  G)  are  not  evaluated  for  the  relevance  to  MWRA  actions.  These 
two  respective  pieces  of  legislation  have  bearing  on  the  2020  Study. 

New  Legislative  Initiatives  Are  Needed 

Given  the  limits  of  the  study's  scope  of  research,  which  precluded 
a  thorough  examination  of  the  combination  of  measures  for  solving 
future  water  needs  w  i  thout  tapping  on  supplies  outside  of  the  user 
areas,  the  MWRA  is  placed  in  the  position  of  bailing  out  member 
communities  by  diversion  alternatives.    While  recent  legislation 
paves  the  way  for  a  more  realistic  solution,  the  mandates  of  these 
acts  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled,  nor  have  appropriations  been  forth- 
coming to  implement  them.     Major  financial  support  and  enactment  of 
water  conservation  programs  at  the  local   level  need  to  occur  in  order 
to  implement  a  total  program  of  water  supply  reliability  without 
resorting  to  diversion  plans.     Such  actions  depend  on  state  and  local 
commitments  not  yet  in  evidence. 
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The  MWRA  carries  the  role  of  leadership  in  garnering  this  commitment. 
The  Directors  must  expand  the  study  to  incorporate  essential  features 
of  a  long-range  water  supply  program:     prevention  of  detrimental 
encroachment  on  local  supplies,  development  of  supplemental  local 
Supplies,   institution  of  system-wide  metering,  establishment  of  a 
comprehensive  data  base  to  analyze  supply  and  demand  factors,  and 
design  and  implementation  of  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  basic 
infrastructure. 

Deficiencies  In  Information  On  Which  to  Make  Selection  Decisions 

As  it   now  reads,  the  Summary  Report  is  particularly  deficient  in 
data  collection  on  which  to  base  conclusions  concerning  environmental 
impacts  of  the  various  alternatives  proposed.     There  is  no  discussion, 
for  instance,  of  the  comb  i  ned  impacts  on  the  Millers  and  Connecticut 
Rivers,  should  both  sources  be  considered  for  augmentation  purposes. 

Latest  water  quality  measurements  appear  to  be  5  or  6  years  old, 
and  are  not  extensive.     Data  for  certain  categories  of  contamination 
are  absent:  organics,  metals,   radioactive.    What  bearing  will   the  soon- 
to-be-released  federal  drinking  water  standards  (including  8^  new 
substances),  have  on  the  criteria  for  acceptable  water  quality  in 
source  waters? 

The  quality  of  source  water  criteria,  discussed  on  p.   Il4  of  the 
Summary  Report,  when  applied  to  the  Millers  River  or  Mi  1 1 ers/Tul 1 y 
Rivers  alternatives,   ranks  those  alternatives  as  causing  low  adverse 
impacts  from  "potential  episodic  event  susceptibility,"  yet  this 
assessment  is  based  on  very  limited  quantitative  data  on  future  land 
use  and  population  in  the  watershed. 

Projected  long-term  changes  in  land  uses  for  the  three  specific 
time  periods  are  currently  not  available.    Therefore,  estimates  of 
non-point    source  loading  changes  cannot  be  made.     State  economic 
development  policy  that  targets  the  Mi  1 1 ers/Tul I y  area  for  increased 
development  has  not  been  factored  into  the  study.     Industrial  point 
sources  of  pollution  could  increase,  depending  on  certain  circumstances, 
yet  the  impacts  on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  do  not  take  this 
risk  into  account. 

The  statement  (on  p.  that  "Water  quality  is  maintained  under 

the  Connecticut  River  alternative  and  the  Millers  River  alternative 
because  of  the  assimilative  and  dilution  capacity  of  Quabbin  Reservoir, 
thus  no  water  treatment  is  required,"  is  not  sufficiently  documented 
by  research  findings.    The  dilution  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  requires 
further  analysis.    Moreover,  costs  of  more  advanced  pre-treatment  need 
to  be  estimated.     Can  these  costs  be  determined  in  advance  of  a  situation 
in  which  the  self-purification  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  is 
exceeded? 

Discussion  of  minimum  flow  regulations  assumes  a  predicted  level  of 
demand  will  not  be  exceeded.     However,   if  demand  were  underestimated,  at 
what  point  would  minimum  flow  regulations  be  relaxed? 
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Neglect  of  the   Interactions  Between  Surface  and  Groundwater  Supplies 
and  Land  Use  Activities 

Experiences  in  several   Franklin  and  Hampshire  County  communities 
where  groundwater  used  for  water  supplies  has  been  contaminated  by 
local   land  use  activities,  point  to  the  vulnerability  of  water 
Supplies  when  adjacent  to  land  uses,  whether  urban  or  rural.  (See 
attached  map).     Insufficient  attention  is  given  to  potential  impacts 
on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  were  a  major  adverse  development 
to  take  place  in  close  proximity  to  rivers. 

According  to  DEQE  records,  controls  enacted  at  the  local  level 
to  protect  surface  and  groundwaters  are  neither  comprehensive  nor 
in  effect  in  many  towns  throughout  the  western  Massachusetts  river 
basins  (Division  of  Water  Supply,  May,  I986). 

Discussion  is  inadequate  regarding  the  water  supply  needs  of 
the  residents  of  the  watersheds  proposed  as  augmented  supplies.  If 
Connecticut  Valley  population  growth  accelerates  the  demand  for  water 
supplies  and  increases  the  volume  of  waste  water  in  the  supply  basins, 
how  will   the  environmental  health  of  Franklin  County  communities  be 
affected?    There  does  not  appear  to  be  an  accounting  of  the  projected 
water  supply  needs  of  Franklin  County  water  supply  authorities.  The 
location  of  surface  water  that  may  interact  with  local  water  supply 
wells  has  not  been  documented  to  any  great  extent.     If  river  flows 
were  reduced,  how  would  groundwater  recharge  be  affected?  Projected 
demand  by  Franklin  County  towns  for  surface  water  supplies  for 
drinking  water  needs  to  be  analyzed.     For  example,  what  conditions 
might  require  the  use  of  Ct.  River  water  to  supplement  supplies  of 
watershed  communities? 

Other  Areas  of  Concern  Receiving  Little  or  No  Attention 

Given  that  non-residential  use  of  water  is  predicted  to  be  the 
greatest  consumer  of  water  in  the  next  ^0  years,  the  criteria  for 
reduced  demand  should  include  water  audits  for  commercial,  industrial, 
and  institutional  users;  cost/benefit  analysis  should  be  applied  to 
potential   installation  of  watersaving  measures. 

The  study  estimates  employment  impacts  from  the  non-action 
alternative,  but  lacks  estimates  on  job  type  and  number  of  jobs 
created  from  stepped  up  repair  and  maintenance  of  existing  systems 
and  development  of  local  water  supplies. 

Given  that  the  study  is  predicated  on  a  kO  year  planning  period, 
to  what  degree  do  any  of  the  proposed  alternatives  increase  the 
vulnerability  to  shortages,  or  susceptibility  to  environmental 
problems,  after  the  year  2020?     In  other  words,  what  set  of  actions 
give  greater  flexibility  in  providing  future  supply? 

The  estimated  accuracy  of  cost  estimates  varies      3^%  and  should 
not  be  used  as  the  deciding  factor  when  formulating  a  water  supply  plan 
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Concerns  of  the  WSCAC,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council  and 
the  Millers  River  Watershed  Council   Should  be  Addressed 

We  endorse  the  positions  of  these  organizations  in  questioning 
the  diversion  proposals.     Much  time  and  effort  have  been  devoted  to 
examining  the  complexities  of  the  impacts  of  water  augmentation 
alternatives.     The  critical  comments  presented  by  these  groups  should 
receive  utmost  attention. 

In  Conclusion 

Local  needs  for  technical,  planning,  and  management  solutions 
to  local  water  supply  and  water  resource  problems  are  not  clearly 
satisfied  by  techniques  which  have  proven  successful  at  the  regional 
scale  in  the  past,  e.g.,  structural  water  supply  options  developed 
by  consulting  engineers.     The  MWRA  has  the  responsibility  to  explore 
these  techniques,  and  most  importantly,  ensure  that  they  are  implemented. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


Francis  R.  Pleasant,  Chairman 


Everett  B.  Hatch 


FRANKLIN  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 
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Dedicated  to  the 
Proper  Use  ol  Our 
Natural  Resources 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER 
WAT  ERSHED  COUNCIL 


I  N  C 


HMdquartara:  125  Combs  Road.  Easthampton,  MA  01027  Tel.:  (413)  584-0057 
Upper  Valley  Office:  45  Lyme  Road.  Hanover,  NH  03755  Tel.:  (603)  643-5672 


vSYy^Q  QQy  J\|0  Lower  Valley  Office:  103  Constitution  Plaza,  Hartford.  CT  06103  Tel.:  (203)  277-6914 


STATEMEHT  OF  HICHELE  FROME 
DIRECTOR,   WATER  QUALITY  PROGRAM 
CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL 
TO  THE 

MASSACHUSETTS  WATER  RESOURCES  AUTHORITY 
Boston,  HA 
Jun*  10,  1986 

Hy  naa*  Is  Hlchsl*  FroM,  and  I  rsprescnt  th«  Connecticut  River  Watershed 
Council.     The  Watershed  Council  la  a  private,  non-profit  organization  based  in 
Easthaapton,  Massachusetts  vlth  a  aeabershlp  of  over  2MQ  individuals, 
fasllies,  and  corporations. 

Last  veek,  you  and  I  sat  in  the  audltorlua  of  Horthaapton  High  School 
vlth  over  800  people  vho  caae  to  share  their  vievs  vlth  you.     I'a  sure  that 
one  aessage  caae  through  loud  and  clear  to  you  at  that  hearing:    don't  divert 
the  Connecticut  River;  if  you  try  to,  the  people  of  vestern  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut  are  prepared  to  fight  you  in  court. 

There  vas  a  second  aessage  delivered  at  your  hearing  in  Horthaapton  last 
veek  vhlch  aay  not  have  cose  through  quite  as  loudly,  but  vhlch  is  held 
equally  strongly  by  our  aeabers,  our  coaaunltles,  and  aany  of  our  legislative 
delegation.     That  aessage  is  this:    don't  divert  any  rivers,  large  or  saall, 
until  the  requireaents  of  the  Interbaaln  Transfer  Act  are  aet  and  all  avenues 
for  vater  aanageaent  and  deaand  reduction  are  exhausted. 

I  vould  like  to  repeat  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council's 
position  on  the  report  under  reviev:    ve  appose  the  out-of -basin  transfer  of 
vater  froa  the  Connecticut  River,  its  tributaries  the  Millers  and  the  Tully 
Rivers,  or  the  Merrlaack  or  Sudbury  Rivers,  to  supply  additional  vater  to 
aetropolltan  Boston.     We  oppose  these  out-of -basin  transfers  for  three 
reasons.     First,  they  vlll  cause  environaental  hara  to  the  rivers  and  their 
vatersheds.     Second,  they  aren't  necessary.    And  third,  they  aren't  in 
the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority's  (MWRA's)  best  intex'ests. 

We  outlined  aany  of  the  environaental  iapacts  that  could  result  froa  the 

river  dlveralon  proposals  in  the  vrltten  testiaony  ve  provided  to  you  at  the 

Horthaapton  hearing.     This  afternoon,   I  vould  like  to  address  instead  our 
second  and  third  ficlnta. 
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Alternatives 


Fir«t,  river  diversions  are  not  necessary  to  seet  your  water  supply 
needs.     Your  consultant's  report  fails  to  give  a  realistic  estisate  of  your 
vater  needs,   for  t«o  reasons.     First,  it  overestiaates  the  population  to  be 
served.     Second,   it  underestisates  the  potential  for  deaand  reduction. 

We  are  convinced  that  aetropolitan  Boston  can  obtain  enough  vater  to  aeet 
its  needs  through  the  year  2020  without  diverting  any  rivers  if  these 
alternative  steps  are  taken: 

•  Detection  and  repair  of  leaks  in  Metropolitan  Boston's 
vater  systes 

•  Protection  and  use  of  local  vater  supplies  in  eastern 
Hassachusetts 

•  Proaotion  of  vater  conservation  by  households, 
businesses,  and  Industries,   including  seter 
installation  and  aetered  billing 

•  Hanageaent  of  forests  in  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 
vatershed  to  increase  vater  yield 

•  Developacnt  of  an  effective  drought  aanageaent  plan. 

The  HWRA'a  Best  Interests 

tly  final  point  is  that  it  la  in  Vater  Resources  Authority's  best 
interests  to  pursue  these  alternatives  rather  than  to  divert  vater  fros  the 
Connecticut,  the  Hlllcrs,  the  Herrisack,  or  the  Sudbury  River,  for  tvo 
^reasons.     First,  in  tera«  of  public  health,  it's  safer.     Second,  it's  less 

costly. 

All  four  of  the  Rivers  studied  for  possible  diversion  are  Class  B  vaters. 
This  aeans  that  they  are  not  of  drinking  vater  quality.     All  of  these  rivers 
receive  auniclpal  and  industrial  vastevater  discharges.     The  vater  in  the 
Quabbin  Reservoir,  ssanvhile,  is  rated  class  A  and  is  of  extresely 
high  quality.     Diverting  vater  fros  any  of  these  rivers  into  the  Quabbin, 
then,  vill  degrade  the  quality  of  sstropolltan  Boston's  drinking  vater  and 
increase  the  risk  of  serious  contaalnation. 

Even  though  the  vaters  of  the  Connecticut,  Hiilers,  and  Tully  Rivers  is 
not  of  drinking  vater  quality,  your  consultant's  study  assuses  that  they  vill 
not  need  treataent  before  it  enters  the  Quabbin.    This  is  not  realistic.  When 
the  cost  of  vater  treatssnt  is  factored  in,  diversion  of  thsse  rivers  becoaes 
such  sore  costly. 

.  Conclualon 

The  cltlzena  of  veatern  Haaaachuaetta  agree  that  diveralon  of  theae 
rivera  la  not  anyone 'a  beat  intereata.    That  la  vhy  46  citiea  and  tovna  have 
paaaed  official  reaolutiona  or  vritten  lettera  atatlng  their  oppoaition  to 
river  diveralon  and  their  aupport  for  alternativee  to  aeet  your  vater  needa. 
Attached  la  a  Hat  of  these  tovna. 
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In  cloaing,   I  would  like  to  quote  froa  these  local  resolutions: 

*...be  it  resolved  that  ve  call  upon  our  local  officials, 
state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  vork  vith  responsible  agencies 
and  officials  ...  to  assure  that  there  vill  not 
be  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its 
tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 
Herrisack  River  of  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  vater  supplies 
distributing  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  present  the  vievs  of  the  citizens  and 
cossunities  of  vestern  Massachusetts  today. 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER  WATERSHED  COUNCIL,  INC. 


125  Combs  Road 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 
(413)  584-0057 


MASSACHUSETTS  TOWNS  AND  ORGANIZATIONS  OPPOSING  RIVER  DIVERSION 

AS  OF  6/9/86 
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Clean  Water  Action  Project 

Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 

Hampden  Conservation  District 

MA  Steering  Committee  on  the  CT  River 

Pascommuck  Conservation  Trust 

Connecticut  Valley  Action  Project 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
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June  27,  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Waterworks  Division 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  Ma.  02108 


The  Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment  submits 
the  following  comments  on  the  SUMMARY  REPORT  OF  THE 
LONG  RANGE  WATER  SUPPLY  STUDY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
REPORT  -  20  20. 

The  Connecticut  Fund  for  the  Environment  is  a 
non-profit  legal  action  group  dedicated  to  the  preser- 
vation and  protection  of  Connecticut's  environment 
through  sound,  professional  legal  action.     It  is  sup- 
ported by  approximately  3000  member  families  through- 
out the  state. 

CFE  strongly  opposes  any  diversion  of  the  Connect- 
icut River  to  address  the  possible  future  water  supply 
needs  of  the  Boston  area.     We  oppose  the  proposed 
diversion  for  a  variety  of  reasons: 


1.  We  believe  the  projections  regarding  future 
need,  upon  which  the  proposed  diversion  is  based, 
are  inflated  and  inaccurate.     Demand  has  been 
declining  in  recent  years,  yet  the  report  pro- 
jects a  50%  increase  by  2020.     We  believe  the 
projections  were  based  upon  inaccurate  modelling 
and  overprotective  estimates  of  the  existing 
Quabbin  Reservoir  water  supply.     For  example, 
although  demonstrably  sufficient  for  current 
need,  the  reservoir  is  listed  as  currently  having 
a  20,000,000  gallon  shortfall. 

2.  CFE  believes  that  the  environmental  impact  of 
the  proposed  diversion  has  not  been  adequately 
studied  -  as  it  must  be  -  prior  to  any  such 
major  project  being  undertaken.     Among  the  many 
impacts  not  evaluated  or  assessed  in  the  present 
study;     What  are  the  needs  and  uses  of  downstream 
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users  of  the  current  river  supply,  and  how  will  they  be 
impacted  by  the  diversion?     What  will  be  the  impact  of  the 
possible  saltwater  intrusion  resulting  from  reduced  fresh- 
water flow  at  the  mouth  of  the  river?     How  will  the  reduced 
freshwater  flow  impact  the  recharge  of  aquifers  adjacent  to 
the  river?     What  is  the  potential  for  and  impact  of  surging, 
which  is  expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of  the  limited  time 
available  for  actual  diversion? 

3.  The  impact  upon  fisheries,  both  in  the  river  and  ultim- 
ately in  Long  Island  Sound  could  be  severe,   and  yet  it  has 
not  been  studied.     A  reduction  of  the  freshwater  plume  into 
Long  Island  Sound  could  threaten  the  return  of  anadromous 
fish  such  as  Salmon  and  Shad  to  spawning  areas  up  river, 
projects  which  both  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts  have 
spent  huge  amounts  of  money  to  encourage.     It  would  be 
foolish  to  jeopardize  this  investment,  without  detailed 
assessment . 

4.  There  are  approximately  70  municipal  sewage  treatment 
plants  on  the  Connecticut  River.     All  were  designed  and 
permitted  with  certain  expected  river  flows.     A  reduction 
in  those  flows  could  result  in  reduced  efficiency  in  meet- 
ing water  quality  requirements,  and  could  also  result  in 
less  scouring  of  the  river  bottom  in  the  springtime  floods, 
additional  sediment  buildup,  and  increased  eutrophication. 
The  study  has  not  addressed  any  of  these  concerns. 

5.  CFE  believes  many  other  alternatives,   either  singly  or 
in  combination,  would  have  less  potential  for  environmental 
damage  and  would  make  more  sense  in  the  long  term. 

Watershed  management,  reactivation  of  untapped  local 
sources  and  a  re-evaluation  of  actual  needs  are  but  a  few 
of  the  alternatives  which  should  be  favored  over  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River. 

Primary  amoung  the  alternatives  would  be  the  repair 
of  the  existing  leaking  pipes,  which  account  for  a  loss  of 
approximately  one  third  of  the  water  taken  from  the  exist- 
ing reservoir.     Repair  and  maintenance  of  these  conduits 
should  be  undertaken  no  matter  what  other  alternatives  are 
chosen.     To  suggest  diversion  from  the  Connecticut  River, 
with  all  its  potential  for  damage  before  addressing  the 
leak  situation  is  insulting  to  all  who  use  the  River,  and 
is  totally  offensive  to  those  who  believe  waste  and  pro- 
fligacy of  our  natural  resources  must  end  if  our  quality 
of  life  is  to  survive. 

6.  Finally,   it  should  be  noted  that  the  diversion  alter- 
native,  if  chosen,  will  almost  certainly  result  in  liti- 
gation, with  its  accompanying  delay,  expense,  bitterness, 
and  diversion  of  resources  from  the  task  at  hand.     The  19  31 
case,  Connecticut  v.  Massachusetts . allowing  an  earlier  di- 
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version  of  the  Connecticut  River,  would  almost  certain- 
ly be  decided  differently  today,   in  this  era  of  environ- 
mental awareness  and  concern. 


CFE  urges  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to 
reject  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  as  a 
reasonable  option  and  to  focus  on  the  other  alternatives  to 
address  Boston's  needs,   if  in  fact  those  projected  needs  are 
accurate.     Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Katharine  H.   Robinson,  Esq. 
Connecticut  Fund  for  the 
Environment 
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oard  of  Di  rectors 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
c/o  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
100  Fi  rst  Ave  . 
Charles  town,  MA 

Dear  Board  of  Directors: 
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The  following  comments  are  being  submitted  for  your  consideration 
as  you  undertake  a  review  of  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range 
Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental    Impact  Report  2020. 


As    the  elected 
commun  i  t  i  es  with  a 
resol ved  to  ca" " 
to  assure  that 
In  the  Long  Range  Water 


officials  of  Franklin  County,   representing  26 
population  of    Gk,868     ,  we  have  unanimously 
1   upon  responsible  agencies  and  officials 
there  will   not  be  diversion  of  any  of  the 
Study  for  the  purpose  of 


to  work 
r  i  ve  rs  cited 
supp 1 ement  i  ng 
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the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  MWRA.     Furthermore,   the  Franklin 
County  Planning  Board,  composed  of  representatives  from  Franklin 
County  communities   is  unanimous  in  its  opposition  to  augmenting 
supplies  by  means  of  inter-basin  transfer.     The  Franklin  County 
Commissioners  recognize  the  Massachusetts  Wate^  Resources  Authority's 
responsibility  in  assessing  the  future  water  supply  needs  of  the  state 
and  developing  policies  which  assure  both  the  long-term  availability 
of  adequate  supplies  and  the  maintenance  of  satisfactory  water  quality 
for  the  widest  range  of  uses.    We  believe  that  this  responsibility 
dictates  a  careful  evaluation  of  all  water  supply  policies  that  may 
have  been  inherited  from  the  Metropolitan  District  Commission  and  that 
may  still  be  operative. 

The  decision  by  the  MWRA  Directors  to  complete  the  five  year  study 
begun  by  the  MDC  should  not  imply  automatic  continuation  of  MDC  policies 
in  the  review  of  the  study.    The  Summary  Report's  cover  letter  states 
that  the  Board  of  Directors  "has  not  yet  reviewed  it  or  acc^teda3 
any  of  the  conclusions  contained  in  it."    Our  concern,  neverlhel^^, 
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arises  from  the  lack  of  any  detailed  explanation  by  the  MWRA 
Directors  regarding  the  policies  they  will   use  to  judge  not  only  the 
adequacy  of  the  study's   investigation  of  the  impacts  of  alternative 
means  to  meet  water  supply  needs,  but  the  ass  umpt  i  ons  underlying  the 
study's  choice  of  alternative  means.     In  other  words,  we  question 
the  entire  framework  of  the  study's  investigation  of  options. 

In  order  for  the  MWRA  to  earn  the  public's  confidence  during  the 
review  process,   it  would  be  helpful   to  establish  the  principles  on 
which  the  Directors  will  evaluate  the  usefulness  and  applicability 
of  the  study.     A  distinction  should  be  made  between  those  policies 
that  originally  guided  the  study,  and  those  which  the  MWRA  will  use 
in  their  decision-making  process.     Public  comments  on  the  amounts  of 
water  the  Authority  should  be  planning  to  provide  and  the  criteria 
to  be  used  in  choosing  MWRA  actions  should  not  be  limited  to  the 
present  scope  of  study. 

THE  LONG  RANGE  SUPPLY  STUDY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  REPORT  2020 
IS  OBSOLETE 

Recent  legislative  actions  that  recommend  and/or  require  substantial 
changes  in  institutional   responsibilities  and  powers  must  be  studied 
for  their  potential  application  to  meeting  water  supply  needs. 

Paramount  attention  needs  to  be  given  to  the  implementation  of  the 
Interbasin  Transfer  Act.     The  provisions  of  that  legislation  are 
currently  not  factored  into  the  study's  assessments.     How  will  the 
mandates  and  regulations  of  that  Act  be  applied  to  the  choice  of 
alternatives?     For  example,   information  should  be  developed  on  the 
possible  consequences   (costs,  savings,  changes  in  water  demand)  of  the 
implementation  of  that  Act,  as  well  as  the  possible  effects  of 
independent  actions  that  might  be  taken  by  member  communities. 

Also,  the  effects  of  implementation  of  the  Water  Management  Act 
(Ch.  21  G)  are  not  evaluated  for  the  relevance  to  MWRA  actions.  These 
two  respective  pieces  of  legislation  have  bearing  on  the  2020  Study. 

New  Legislative  Initiati  ves  Are  Needed 

Given  the  limits  of  the  study's  scope  of  research,  which  precluded 
a  thorough  examination  of  the  combination  of  measures  for  solving 
future  water  needs  wi  thout  tapping  on  supplies  outside  of  the  user 
areas,  the  MWRA  is  placed  in  the  position  of  bailing  out  member 
communities  by  diversion  alternatives.    While  recent  legislation 
paves  the  way  for  a  nrare  realistic  solution,  the  mandates  of  these 
acts  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled,  nor  have  appropriations  been  forth- 
coming to  implement  them.     Major  financial  support  and  enactment  of 
water  conservation  programs  at  the  local   level  need  to  occur  in  order 
to  implement  a  total  program  of  water  supply  reliability  without 
resorting  to  diversion  plans.     Such  actions  depend  on  state  and  local 
commitments  not  yet  in  evidence. 
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The  MWRA  carries   the  role  of  leadership   in  garnering  this  commitment. 
The  Directors  must  expand  the  study  to  incorporate  essential  features 
of  a  long-range  water  supply  program:     prevention  of  detrimental 
encroachment  on  local   supplies,  development  of  supplemental  local 
Supplies,   institution  of  system-wide  metering,  establishment  of  a 
comprehensive  data  base  to  analyze  supply  and  demand  factors,  and 
design  and  implementation  of  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  basic 
i  nf ras  tructure . 

Deficiencies  In  Information  On  Which  to  Make  Selection  Decisions 

As  it  now  reads,   the  Summary  Report  is  particularly  deficient  in 
data  collection  on  which  to  base  conclusions  concerning  environmental 
impacts  of  the  various  alternatives  proposed.     There  is  no  discussion, 
for  instance,  of  the  comb  i  ned  impacts  on  the  Millers  and  Connecticut 
Rivers,  should  both  sources  be  considered  for  augmentation  purposes. 

Latest  water  quality  measurements  appear  to  be  5  or  6  years  old, 
and  are  not  extensive.     Data  for  certain  categories  of  contamination 
are  absent:  organics,  metals,  radioactive.    What  bearing  will   the  soon- 
to-be-released  federal  drinking  water  standards  (including  84  new 
Substances),  have  on  the  criteria  for  acceptable  water  quality  in 
source  waters? 

The  quality  of  source  water  criteria,  discussed  on  p.   ]]k  of  the 
Summary  Report,  when  applied  to  the  Millers  River  or  Mi  1 1 ers/Tu 1 1 y 
Rivers  alternatives,   ranks  those  alternatives  as  causing  low  adverse 
impacts  from  "potential  episodic  event  susceptibility,"  yet  this 
assessment  is  based  on  very  limited  quantitative  data  on  future  land 
use  and  population  in  the  watershed. 

Projected  long-term  changes  in  land  uses  for  the  three  specific 
time  periods  are  currently  not  available.    Therefore,  estimates  of 
non-point    source  loading  changes  cannot  be  made.     State  economic 
development  policy  that  targets  the  Mi  1 1 ers/Tul 1 y  area  for  increased 
development  has  not  been  factored  into  the  study.     Industrial  point 
sources  of  pollution  could  increase,  depending  on  certain  circumstances, 
yet  the  impacts  on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  do  not  take  this 
risk  into  account. 

The  statement  (on  p.   114)   that  "Water  quality  is  maintained  under 
the  Connecticut  River  alternative  and  the  Millers  River  alternative 
because  of  the  assimilative  and  dilution  capacity  of  Quabbin  Reservoir, 
thus  no  water  treatment  is  required,"  is  not  sufficiently  documented 
by  research  findings.    The  dilution  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  requires 
further  analysis.    Moreover,  costs  of  more  advanced  pre-treatment  need 
to  be  estimated.     Can  these  costs  be  determined  in  advance  of  a  situation 
in  which  the  self-purification  capacity  of  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  is 
exceeded? 

Discussion  of  minimum  flow  regulations  assumes  a  predicted  level  of 
demand  will  not  be  exceeded.     However,   if  demand  were  underestimated,  at 
what  point  would  minimum  flow  regulations  be  relaxed? 
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Neglect  of  the  Interactions  Between  Surface  and  Groundwater  Supplies 


and  Land  Use  Activities 


Experiences  in  several   Franklin  and  Hampshire  County  communities 
where  groundwater  used  for  water  supplies  has  been  contaminated  by 
local    land  use  activities,  point  to  the  vulnerability  of  water 
Supplies  when  adjacent  to  land  uses,  whether  urban  or  rural.  (See 
attached  map).     Insufficient  attention  is  given  to  potential  impacts 
on  proposed  water  supply  alternatives  were  a  major  adverse  development 
to  take  place  in  close  proximity  to  rivers. 

According  to  DEQE  records,  controls  enacted  at  the  local  level 
to  protect  surface  and  groundwaters  are  neither  comprehensive  nor 
in  effect  in  many  towns  throughout  the  western  Massachusetts  river 
basins  (Division  of  Water  Supply,  May,  1986). 

Discussion  is  inadequate  regarding  the  water  supply  needs  of 
the  residents  of  the  watersheds  proposed  as  augmented  supplies.  If 
Connecticut  Valley  population  growth  accelerates  the  demand  for  water 
supplies  and  increases  the  volume  of  waste  water  in  the  supply  basins, 
how  will   the  environmental  health  of  Franklin  County  communities  be 
affected?    There  does  not  appear  to  be  an  accounting  of  the  projected 
water  supply  needs  of  Franklin  County  water  supply  authorities.  The 
location  of  surface  water  that  may  interact  with  local  water  supply 
wells  has  not  been  documented  to  any  great  extent.     If  river  flows 
were  reduced,  how  would  groundwater  recharge  be  affected?  Projected 
demand  by  Franklin  County  towns  for  surface  water  supplies  for 
drinking  water  needs  to  be  analyzed.     For  example,  what  conditions 
might  require  the  use  of  Ct.  River  water  to  supplement  supplies  of 
watershed  communities? 

Other  Areas  of  Concern  Receiving  Little  or  No  Attention 

Given  that  non-residential  use  of  water  is  predicted  to  be  the 
greatest  consumer  of  water  in  the  next  ^0  years,  the  criteria  for 
reduced  demand  should  include  water  audits  for  commercial,  industrial, 
and  institutional  users;  cost/benefit  analysis  should  be  applied  to 
potential   installation  of  watersaving  measures. 

The  study  estimates  employment  impacts  from  the  non-action 
alternative,  but  lacks  estimates  on  job  type  and  number  of  jobs 
created  from  stepped  up  repair  and  maintenance  of  existing  systems 
and  development  of  local  water  supplies. 

Given  that  the  study  is  predicated  on  a  40  year  planning  period, 
to  what  degree  do  any  of  the  proposed  alternatives  Increase  the 
vulnerability  to  shortages,  or  susceptibility  to  environmental 
problems,  after  the  year  2020?     In  other  words,  what  set  of  actions 
give  greater  flexibility  in  providing  future  supply? 

The  estimated  accuracy  of  cost  estimates  varies  +  30^  and  should 
not  be  used  as  the  deciding  factor  when  formulating  a  water  supply  plan 
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Concerns  of  the  WSCAC,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council  and 
the  Millers  River  Watershed  Council   Should  be  Addressed 

We  endorse  the  positions  of  these  organizations   in  questioning 
the  diversion  proposals.     Much  time  and  effort  have  been  devoted  to 
examining  the  complexities  of  the  impacts  of  water  augmentation 
alternatives.     The  critical  comments  presented  by  these  groups  should 
receive  utmost  attention. 

In  Conclusion 

Local  needs  for  technical,  planning,  and  management  solutions 
to  local  water  supply  and  water  resource  problems  are  not  clearly 
satisfied  by  techniques  which  have  proven  successful  at  the  regional 
scale  In  the  past,  e.g.,  structural  water  supply  options  developed 
by  consulting  engineers.     The  MWRA  has  the  responsibility  to  explore 
these  techniques,  and  most  importantly,  ensure  that  they  are  implemen 


Respectfully  submitted. 


Francis  R.  Pleasant,  Chairman 


Everett  B.  Hatch 


FRANKLIN  COUNTY  COMMISSIONERS 


p.  Corce^o^ 
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60  SHEFFIELD  STREET,  P.  0.  BOX  778,  OLD  SAYBROOK,  CONNECTICUT  06475  203/388-3497 


June  4,  1986 


Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  Mass.  02108 


Attention:    Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Subject:       Proposed  Connecticut  River  Water  Diversion 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 


The  Connecticut  River  Estuary  RPA  went  on  record  in  opposition  to  the  above-noted 
proposal  at  its  regular  meeting  on  June  2,  1986,  by  passage  of  the  attached 
resol ution . 


This  area-wide  planning  organization  represents  the  collective  community  interests 
of  six  riverfront  towns  at  the  river's  mouth.    They  are  very  much  concerned  over 
the  future  cf  their  estuarine  environment  and  other  potential  negative  environmental 
impacts  that  might  result  from  a  diversion  of  this  magnitude. 

Downstream  riparian  rights  and  interests  must  be  respected.    The  Agency  strongly 
recommends  that  the  Massachusetts  Water  Authority  discard  this  proposal  in  favor 
of  the  other  water  conservation  alternatives  identified  in  its  water  study  now 
under  review  as  the  most  appropriate  way  to  meet  the  future  water  supply  needs 
of  eastern  Massachusetts. 


Sincerely  yours, 

W.  Campbell  Hudson  III 
Chairman 


cc:    Stanley  Pac,  Commissioner,  Conn.  Dept.  of  Environmental  Protection 
Denise  Schlener,  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Local  Press 

Attactet  Selectmen,  Estuary  Towns 


AN    EQUAL   OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER 
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60  SHEFFIELD  STREET,  P.  0.  BOX  778,  OLD  SAYBROOK,   CONNECTICUT  06475  203/388-3497 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  Nev;  England's  rivers,  is  a 

natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant  economic 
benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  remineral izing 
agricultural  fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the 
residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and  competition 
for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley  to  enhance  its  natural  resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return  of  Atlantic 
salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet  per  second  or 
greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for 
diverting  water  at  any  time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 
river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 
the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusett<5  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion  will  allow 
salt  water  to  travel  farther  upstream  threatening  well  fields  along 
the  River,  and 

WHEREAS,  adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintaining  a  productive 
estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species  of  fish,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection 
measures  will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan  Boston's 
needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local  officials,  state  and 


AN    EQUAL   OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER 
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An  Official  Resolution  Opposing  Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 


federal  legislators  and  other  concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water  conservation,  forest 
management  and  local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  (MWRA)  communities  and  tc  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the 
purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority. 


ORGANIZATION:    Connecticut  River  Estuary  Regional  Planning  Agency 

SIGNED:         \k.    Q^.....,^,.^.^  ^4<^>.J-^^  iK   

W.  Campbell  Hu(iison,  III,  Chairman 


DATE: 
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CONGRESS  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

SAM  GEUDENSON    committees: 

ZD  District  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

coNNccTicuT  WASHINGTON.  D.C.    20515  foreign  affairs 

INTERIOR 

June   3,    19  86 


Ms.    Patricia   B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts   Water  Resources  Authority 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,    Massachusetts  02108 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

We  are  writing   to  express   our   strong   opposition   to  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources   Authority's    (MWRA)  proposal 
to  divert  water   from  the   Connecticut   River.      Diversion  of 
water   from  the   Connecticut  River   is   not  necessary   to  meet 
Mas s achus e t t ' s    future  water  needs   and  would   cause  severe 
environmental  harm   to   the  River. 

As   you  know,    under   the  MWRA  proposal,   water  would  be  diverted 
from   the   Connecticut   River   to   the  Ouabbin   Reservoir,  which 
supplies  water   to   the   Boston  area.      Up   to   375   million  gallons 
per   day  would  be  withdrawn  whenever   the   flow  of   the   River  at 
Montague,   Massachusetts   exceeded    17,000  cubic   feet  per  second. 
This    flow  rate   occurs   approximately   80   days   per  year,  generally 
during   the  spring  months. 

The   diminished   flow   resulting   from  the  proposed   diversion  would 
have   a  severe  impact   on  water  quality   and   supply,    as  well  as 
fisheries.      Over   70   sewage   treatment   plants   discharge  treated 
wastewater   into   the  Connecticut   River  Watershed  below  Montague. 
A  high   flow  rate   is   needed   to  dilute   these  wastes   and  maintain 
water   quality.      If   this   flushing   of   the  River  no   longer  occurred 
water  quality  would  decline. 

A  diminished   flow  would   also   reduce   the   replenishment   of  aquifers 
along   the  River  and  could   result   in   the   loss   of  wells   in   the  lower 
reaches   of   the  River  because   of   salt  water   intrusion.  Finally, 
a   diminished   freshwater  plume   in   the  Long  Island   Sound  could 
harm  fisheries,    including   the  Atlantic   Salmon   restoration  project. 

Over   the  past   twenty  years   Connecticut   and  Massachusetts  have 
made   great  strides   in   cleaning  up   the  Connecticut   River.      If  we 
continue   to  work   together  we  can   further   improve   the   quality  of 
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of    the   River.      It   would   be   a   shame    for    these   efforts    to  be 
cancelled   ou'c   by   the   negative   effects    of   a   diversion.  We 
strongly   urge    the   MWRA  to   reject    the   diversion   proposal  and 
further   investigate   other  water   supply   alternatives   such  as 
conservation,    leak   detection  and   repair,    and  watershed  management. 


Sincerely , 


Memb  e 


r   of  Congress 


o 
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CAPITOL  REGION  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS 


214  MAIN  STREET— HARTFORD,  CONN.  06106 
Tel.  203  522-2217 


'*MfNT« 


DANA  S.  HANSON 

execur/ve  director 


June  24,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
8th  Floor 

20  Somerset  Street  ^ 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

In  May  of  1986,  the  Executive  Committee  and  the  Regional  Planning  Commission 
of  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments  passed  the  attached  resolution 
opposing  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  for  water  supply  purposes.    We  ask 
that  you  accept  this  resolution  as  formal  comment  on  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority  (MWRA)  Summary  Report  of  the  Long  Range  Water  Supply 
Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report  -  2020.    The  resolution  was  also 
submitted  as  written  testimony  at  the  June  3,  1986  public  meeting  on  this 
study. 

The  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments  is  a  regional  planning  agency/council 
of  governments  which  serves  twenty-seven  communities  in  the  greater  Hartford  area. 
The  Council's  members  include  eleven  towns  and  cities  which  border  the  Connecticut 
River,    The  Capitol  Region  extends  from  the  Massachusetts  border  south  to  Rocky 
Hill  and  Glastonbury,  Connecticut. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concerning  the  attached  resolution,  please  feel  free 
to  contact  me  at  203-522-2217.    Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  our  comments. 


Sincerely, 


Mary  Ellen  Kowalewski 

Director  of  Community  Development 


MEK:cc 
Enclosure 


A  VOLUNTARY  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS  FORMED  TO  INITIATE  AND  IMPLEMENT 
REGIONAL  PROGRAMS  OF  BENEFIT  TO  THE  TOWNS  AND  THE  REGION. 
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CAPITOL  REGION  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS 


214  MAIN  STREET  — HARTFORD,  CONN.  06106 
Tel.  203  522-2217 

''''^*'*MtST»  ^*  ^  HANSON 

EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR 

RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  a  major  natural  resource  of  the  Capitol  Region 
and  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  eleven  Capitol  Region  communities  are  bounded  by  the  Connecticut  River, 

and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  serves  many  important  natural  and  economic 
functions  in  the  Region,  including  the  replenishment  of  groundwater  supplies,  the 
remineral ization  of  agricultural  fields,  the  dilution  of  treated  wastewaters  dis- 
charged from  sewage  treatment  facilities,  and  the  provision  of  active  and  passive 
recreational  opportunities  for  the  residents  of  the  Region  and  the  State,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments  to  en- 
courage efforts  to  upgrade  the  water  quality  of  the  Region's  watercourses  and  oppose 
the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  water,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  Summary  Report  of  the  Long 
Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report--2020  includes  diversion  of 
the- Connecticut  River  as  one  of  nine  alternatives  for  meeting  the  future  water  supply 
needs  of  the  metropolitan  Boston  area,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  assessment  report  prepared  as  a  part  of  this 
study  does  not  adequately  address  the  potential  downstream  impacts  of  the  Connecticut 
River  diversion  alternative,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection  strategies  are 
among  the  several  alternative  measures  which  can  be  used  to  provide  sufficient  water 
to  meet  metropolitan  Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century, 

THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments 
Executive  Committee  and  Regional  Planning  Commission: 

1.  Oppose  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies 
distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA),  and 

2.  Urge  the  MWRA  to  consider  implementation  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 
water  conservation,  forest  management,  local  watershed  protection  and  other 
appropriate,  non-diversion  alternatives  in  order  to  meet  future  water  supply 
needs. 


Adopted  by  Regional  Planning  Commission  May  15,  1986. 
Adopted  by  Executive  Committee  May  20,  1986. 

A  VOLUNTARY  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS  FORMED  TO  INITIATE  AND  IMPLEMENT 
REGIONAL  PROGRAMS  OF  BENEFIT  TO  THE  TOWNS  AND  THE  REGION. 
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4  Whalley  St.  -  Hadley,  Massachusem  01035 


June  26,  1986 


Trririra  B.  Corcoran 
o^j-e-(£-C  Manager 


Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  St.,   8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  01208 

✓ 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

Enclosed  please  find  a  copy  of  An  Official  Resolution  Opposing 
Diversion  of  the  State's  Rivers,  signed  and  presented  by  the  Franklin 
Conservation  District. 

On  June  19,   1986,   at  its  monthly  Board  meeting,   the  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  Conservation  District  voted  to  oppose  the 
Diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,   or  any  other. 


Sincerely, 


Lyjin  Rubinstein 
Coordinator 


Enclosure 


r 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  PtVERS 


WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut   River  Watershed,   the   longest   of   New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural    resource  of  great   stature  and   produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   rem  me ra 1  i  : i ng 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  ameniries  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,   and , 

WHEREAS ,, the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing   increased  use  and 

\compecition  for  this   limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,    it    is   the  responsibility  of  each  community  in   the  Watershed   to  enhance 

their  Watershed   resources,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical    to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlancic  salmon  and  American  shad  due   to  increasing  water  quji ity, 

and 

WHEREAS,   diverting  water  will   decrease  Che  water  quality  of   the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS-,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and   100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of   17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

potentially  full   reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

wacer  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,   in  the  future,  necessitate  the  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may   introduce   lamprays  which  will   destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  wncers  inco  che  Quabbin  Reservoir  utll    introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,    possibly  causing 

eu t r i f i ca t i on  and  sedimenca c 1  on ,  and 
WHEREAS,   all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,   the   introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal    and  state   lau,  and 
WHEREAS,  all    rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,   agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,    industrial   waste,   and,    in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,    there   is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut   River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  it   Into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  diversion  or  rivers   to   Increase   the  water  supply   to  MVFA 

communities  will   be  more  costly   than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,    the  water  supply  management   techniques  of    leak  detection  ,ind  repnir, 
water  conservation,   forest  management,   and   local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have   the  potential    of   providing  amounts  of  water 
equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the  FRflnK|j.;j  m.l'^FOy l\T ]n:\  niSTPICT 
calls  upon  its   local   officials,   state  and  federal    legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials   to  promote 
leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,   forest  management  and  local 
Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (^fWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  or  of   its  tributaries,   the  Millers  and  the  Tully,   or  of  the 
Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,   the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Aut  ho  ri  t  y . 


tsmnxxnmi^  fra.nklin  j:qnservatioh  district 


SIGNED: 


DATE: 


Chief  .El  ecte,d  Otticial 
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June  12,  1986 
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MIDSTATE  REGIONAL  PLANNING  AGENCY 

CROMWELL    DURHAM    EAST  HADDAM    EAST  HAMPTON    HADDAM    MIDOLEFIELD    MIDDLETOWN  PORTLAND 


P.O.  BOX  139  MIDDLETOWN.  CONNECTICUT   06457         203  347-7214 


STATEMENT  OF  OPPOSITION 


"Due  to  the  fact  that  the  Connecticut  River 
is  a  vital  source  of  water  for  several  of  the 
Towns  in  the  Midstate  Region  and  the  fact 
that  the  potential  downstream  environmental 
impact  has  not  been  evaluated,  the  Midstate 
Regional  Planning  Agency  is  opposed  to  the 
proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River 
and  its  tributaries  to  eastern  Massachusetts 
by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority  and  urges  the  MWRA  to  look  to  other 
alternatives  such  as  demand  management  and 
conservation . " 


Adopted  unanimously  by  Agency  members  Tuesday,  June  3,  1986. 


GEOFFREY  L.  COLEGROVE.  director 

AN  EQUAL   OPPORTUNITY   EMPLOYER  M/F 
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MIDSTATE  REGIONAL  PLANNING  AGENCY 


CROMWELL    OURMAM    EAST  MAOOAM    EAST  HAMPTON    HADOAM    MIDDLEFIELD    MIDDLETOWN  PORTLAND 


June  18,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran,   Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Authority 

Waterways  Division 

20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

As  an  expression  of  their  concern  regarding  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resource  Authority's  proposal  to  divert  water  from  the 
Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  to  eastern  Massachusetts, 
the  members  of  the  Midstate  Regional  Planning  Agency  unanimously 
adopted  the  enclosed  statement  of  opposition  on  June  3,  1986. 

We  request  that  our  statement  be  forwarded  to  the  members  of  the 
Massachusetts  Water  Resource  Authority  Commission  for  their 
consideration . 

Very  truly  yours, 


Geoffrey  L.  Colegrave 
Executive  Director 

GLC/jes 

enc. 

cc:  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


P.O.  BOX  139  MIDDLETOWN.  CONNECTICUT  06457 


203  3477214 


GEOFFREY  L.  COLEGROVE.  DIRECTOR 

AN   EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER  M/F 
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WESLEYAN  UNIVERSITY 

MIDDLETOWN,   CONNECTICUT  06457 

DEPARTMENT  Of  PHYSICAL  EDUCATION 


June  11,  1986 


Ms.   Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street 
8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  concern  about  the  proposal  to 
divert  water  from  the  Connecticut  River.     As  a  person  who 
lives  nearby  the  river  in  Connecticut,   teaches  courses  that 
use  the  river  as  a  classroom,  and  uses  the  river  for 
recreational  purposes,   I  am  strongly  against  such  a  plan. 

A  proposal  that  would  reduce  the  flow  of  water  and  in 
turn  threaten  the  riverside  wells  with  salt  water  seems  to  be 
unwise.     I  am  also  concerned  that  the  natural  spring  flushing 
of  the  pollutants  from  the  river  will  be  effected  and  in  turn 
effect  the  shad  and  salmon  runs,  as  well  as  the  quality  of 
the  water  for  other  recreational  activities. 

Other  methods  for  adequate  water  supply  to  Boston  should 
be  explored.     Any  alternatives  that  threaten  the  natural  flow 
of  water  in  the  Connecticut  River  are  unacceptable  to  me  and 
I  believe  that  they  should  be  immediately  discarded. 


Physical  Education 
Wesleyan  University 


JSB/dc 


cc :     Connecticut  River  Water  Shed  Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  CT  06103 
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CONNECTICUT  RIVER  ASSEMBLY 

214  MAIN  STREET,  HARTFORD,  CONN.  06106 


June  17,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

8th  Floor 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


CROMWELL 
EAST  HAMPTON 
EAST  WINDSOR 
ENFIELD 
GLASTONBURY 
MIDDLETOWN 
PORTLAND 
ROCKY  HILL 
SOUTH  WINDSOR 
SUFFIELD 
WETHERSFIELD 
WINDSOR 
WINDSOR  LOCKS 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

At  its  June  12,  1986  meeting,  the  Connecticut  River  Assembly  passed  a  resolution 
opposing  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers 
and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the  water  supplies  distributed 
by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA).    This  position  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  MWRA  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact 
Report,  2020  has  not  addressed  the  impact  of  the  diversions  on  the  unique  scenic, 
hydrologic,  ecological,  agricultural,  recreational  and  historical  values  of  the 
Connecticut  River  in  Connecticut.    Furthermore,  the  diversions  may  conflict  with 
four  Connecticut  River  Assembly  goals,  developed  to  promote  preservation  of  these 
values  for  the  enjoyment  of  present  and  future  generations  of  Connecticut  citizens 
These  goals  are: 


1.  to  protect  and  improve  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut  River; 

2.  to  preserve  unique  natural,  historic  and  scenic  areas,  and  the 
natural  topography  of  riverfront  land; 

3.  to  preserve  and  encourage  agricultural  land  uses  which  conserve  the 
area's  soil  and  water  resources  and  maintain  and  increase  the 
area's  long  term  food  producing  capacity;  and 

4.  to  promote  the  area's  recreational  potential  consistent  with  the 
ability  of  the  land  and  the  river  to  support  such  use. 

The  Connecticut  River  Assembly  was  formed  by  the  1982  Connecticut  General  AssemBly 
through  passage  of  Public  Act  82-296,  "An  Act  Concerning  the  Preservation  of  the 
Upper  Connecticut  River".    It  is  a  voluntary  conservation  compact  composed  of 
representatives  from  thirteen  Connecticut  River  communities,  the  Governor's  Office, 
the  Midstate  Regional  Planning  Agency  and  the  Capitol  Region  Council  of  Governments. 
Through  its  activities,  the  Assembly  seeks  to  preserve  the  environmental  quality  of 
the  Connecticut  River  and  certain  adjacent  lands,  and  to  guide  development  of  river- 
front land. 
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June  17,  1986 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Page  2 


The  Connecticut  River  Assembly  (CRA)  asks  that  you  accept  this  letter  as  formal 
comment  on  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  Summary  Report  of  the  Long 
Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report,  2020.    If  you  have  any 
questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  at  (203)  522-8296  or  Mary  Ellen 
Kowalewski,  CRA  staff,  at  (203)  522-2217. 

Very  truly  yours , 


John  L.  Calvocoressi 
Chai  rman 


JLC:cc 

cc:  The  Honorable  William  A.  O'Neill,  Governor 

The  Honorable  Joseph  I.  Lieberman,  Attorney  General 
The  Honorable  Stanley  J.  Pac,  Commissioner,  State 

Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
Chief  Elected  Officials,  Connecticut  River  Municipalities 

in  Connecticut 

The  Honorable  Richard  E.  Neal ,  Mayor  of  Springfield,  MA 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
Water  Supply  Citizens  Advisory  Committee 
Press 
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Connecticut  Sportsmen's  Alliance,  Inc. 
P.O.   Box  2506 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06146 

June  3,  1986 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

c/o  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Project  Manager 

20  Somerset  St.  8th  Floor 

Boston,  MA  02108 

Testimony  presented  to  the  MWRA,  June  3,   1986,  Public  Hearing  on  Proposal 
to  Divert  the  Connecticut  River,  Northampton, MA. 

Presented  by:  Robert  T.  Crook,  Legislative  Director,  CT  Sportsmen's 
Al liance. 

The  CT  Sportsmen's  Alliance  is  an  interest  group  supporting  conservation 
of  natural  resources,  recreation,  and  ecological  betterment. 

The  Alliance  is  comprised  of  160  local  Sportsmen's  Clubs  and  12  statewide 
organizations  comprising  approximately  40,000  members. 

We  are  opposed  to  any  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  to  include  the 
Millers/Tully  Rivers. 

Water  Diversion  in  any  form  from  any  river  must  have  an  ecological  impact. 
Sportsmen  in  CT  are,  and  I  cannot  state  this  strongly  enough,  simply 
appalled  that  potential  ecological  impacts  on  the  CT  river  in  both  MA  and 
CT,  but  particularly  CT,  have  not  been  comprehensively  studied. 

Conflicting  statements  from  the  consultants  that  prepared  the  CT  River 
Diversion  option  and  the  summary  reports  are  sufficient  to  cast  doubt  on 
what  the  real  impact  will  be.  The  first  stated  no  downstream  impact  aside 
from  minor  water  fluctuation  in  the  immediate  area;  the  second,  that 
pumping  will  extend  beyond  the  immediate  area,  potentially  extending  to  LI 
Sound.  Using  common  sense,  the  pumping  of  20%  of  river  flow  during 
specified  periods,  dictates  some  potentially  significant  environmental 
impacts . 

We  are  concerned  with: 

Salt  Water  intrusion:  Reduced  fresh  water  flow  may  allow  salt  water  to 
travel  further  up  the  river  from  the  sound.  Acquifers,  fisheries,  fauna 
and  flora  would  be  affected. 
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Surging ;   Pumping  20%  of  flow  could  affect  the  70+  treatment  plants'  waste 
assimilation,   fisheries,  estuarine  processes  and  recreation. 

Decreased  Freshet  Flow;  May  reduce  the  plume  of  the  CT  river  into  LI  Sound 
which  acts  as  a  beacon  for  anadromous  fish.   It  should  be  noted  that  MA  & 
CT  have  spent  millions  of  dollars  on  Salmon  restoration. 

Water  Diversions  are  not  new.  CT  sportsmen  and  other  conservationists 
fought  successfully  a  Dirersion  of  the  Farmington  River,  a  CT  River 
feeder,  by  Metropolitan  District  Commission  of  Hartford.  That  proposal  was 
unacceptable  even  though  water  used  would  eventually  continue  to  feed  the 
CT  River.  Under  the  MWRA  proposal  CT  River  water  is  lost  forever. 

We  sympathize  with  Boston  in  their  lack  of  drinking  water,  but  there  are 
other  solutions.  We  note  that  1/3  of  all  water  currently  delivered  to  the 
system  is  lost,  which  is  well  above  the  industry  standard.  We  would 
suggest  water  conservation,  adoption  of  other  alternatives,  and  most 
important  correction  of  the  water  loss.  It  is  outrageous  to  ask  for  more 
when  what  you  have  is  improperly  used. 

We  recognize  that  both  financially  and  politically,  the  bottom  line  is 
dollars.  Diversion  is  obviously  the  cheapest  solution  in  a  financial 
sense,  but  we  are  appalled  by  the  lack  of  consideration  for  potential 
environmental  impacts,  consideration  of  your  neighbors,  and  apparent 
long-term  neglect  of  your  water  system.  Politically,  diversion  is  not  so 
easy.  That's  why  we  are  here — to  demand  appropriate  corrective  action  to 
the  current  system  before  chaos  is  wreaked  upon  the  environment,  your  down 
stream  neighbors,  and  the  people  of  Western  Massachusetts. 

Until  those  actions  are  accomplished,  the  CT  River  diversion  or  the 
Mil lers/Tully  diversions  should  not  be  considered  as  options. 

Thank  you. 


Robert  T.  Crook 
Legislative  Director 
408  Copse  Rd. 
Madison, CT.  06443 
(203)  245-9409 
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SANFORD  W.  HAKVEY,  JR. 

General  Counsel 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 
100  First  Avenue 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02129 
(617)  242-6000 

EDUCATION  AWD  PROFESSIONAL  OUALIFICATIOHS ; 

Received  B.A.  (with  Highest  Honor)  Norwich  University,  1967;  J.D.  Harvard  Law  School, 
1970;  admitted  to  Massachusetts  Bar,  1971;  U.S.  Court  of  Military  Appeals,  1971;  and 
District  of  Columbia  Bar,  1976;  Associate  Professorial  Lecturer  in  Law,  The  National  Law 
Center,  George  Washington  University,  Washington,  D.C.,  1983. 

CAREER  EXPERIENCE: 

Served  in  the  United  States  Army  Judge  Advocate  General's  Corps,  1971-75.  Assistant 
Staff  Judge  Advocate  (Claims)  Military  District  of  Washington,  1971;  Assistant  Staff 
Judge  Advocate,  Trial  and  Defense  Covinsel,  Headquarters  V  Corps,  United  States  Army 
Europe,  1972-74;  Military  Judge,  United  States  Army  Judiciary,  Europe,  1974-75. 

In  1975,  upon  discharge  from  the  Army,  became  an  Attorney-Advisor  for  Legislation  in  the 
Office  of  General  Covinsel,  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  Washington,  D.C.  In 
January  1978,  appointed  Administrative  Judge,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Board  of 
Contract  Appeals,  Washington,  D.C. 

In  August  1978,  appointed  Regional  Covinsel,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region 
IV,  Atlanta,  Georgia.     In  April  1979,  appointed  Director,  Enforcement  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IV,  Atlanta,  Georgia.     In  November  1980, 
appointed  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Mobile  Source,  Noise  and  Radiation 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.     In  July  1981, 
appointed  Director,  Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances  Enforcement,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.     In  July  1981,  appointed  Director, 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances  Enforcement,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.     In  January  1982,  appointed  Deputy  Associate  Enforcement 
Counsel,  Office  of  Legal  and  Enforcement  Counsel  (OLEC),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.    In  October  1982  appointed  Associate  Enforcement  Cotmsel, 
(OLEC)  (reorganized  in  part  in  1983  as  Office  of  Enforcement  and  Compliance  Monitoring), 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.    In  June  1984;  appointed  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Water,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.    In  May  1985,  appointed  Associate  Regional  Administrator,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IV,  Atlanta,  Georgia.  In  March  1986,  appointed 
Acting  Deputy,  Regional  Administrator,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IV, 
Atlanta,  Georgia.    In  Jvaie  1986,  appointed  General  Counsel,  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

HONORS  AND  AWARDS; 

Distinguished  Military  Graduate,  Who's  Who  in  American  Universities  and  Colleges,  U.S. 
Army  Commendation  Medal,  U.S.  Army  Meritorious  Service  Medal,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  Bronze  Medal 

References  and  additional  details  of  experience  available  upon  request 
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TOWN  OF  SOUTHAMPTON 


MASSACHUSETTS 


CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


June  3 , 


1986 


Ms.  Patricia  Corcoran,  Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  M^  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Last  evening  the  Southampton  Conservation  Commission  on 
behalf  of  the  Tov;n  of  Southampton  unanimously  voted  in  favor 
of  the  attached  resolution  opposing  diversion  of  Massachusetts' 
Rivers . 

The  Southampton  Conservation    Commission  is  authorized  to  act 
for  the  Town  of  Southampton  in  any  and  all  environmental 
controversies . 


CC:  Gov.  Michael  Dukakis 
Sen.  John  Burke 
Rep.  William  P.  Nagle,  Jr. 
Southampton  Selectmen's  Board 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 


Cordially, 


nw 


Chairman 


AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THE  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,  Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed,  Che  longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  signlficanc 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,  remineral izlng 
agricultural  fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  Che  Pioneer 
Val ley,  and, 

WHEREAS,  che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  co  enhance 

cheir  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,  Che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  critical  to  the  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,  che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

ot  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  the  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS,  che  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  in  5  counties  and  100  communicies, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  Into  a 

pocencially  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  che  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  che 

river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  cable,  and 
WHEREAS,   che  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachusetts  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  che  use 

of  che  Connecticut  River  and  Its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachusetts,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  Connecticut  River  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  water 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir  will   introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,  possibly  causing 

eucrif ication  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all  rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbin  is  Class  A,  the  introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  into  a  Class  A  is  contrary  to  federal  and  state  law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff,  industrial  waste,  and,  in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,  there  Is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  introducing  it  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  or  rivers  to  increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,  Che  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential  of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal  to  the  proposed  diversions- 
Southampton  Conservation  Commission 
NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the     for  the  Town  of  Southampton 

calls  upon  its  local  officials,  state  and  federal   legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote 
leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local 
Wdtershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 
Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Aut hor i  c  y • 

Southampton  Conservation  Commission 

TOWN/CITY  OF:  for    hho   Tou,n  ^.F  q^,.^h^mp1-nn 

SIGNED: 

Chairman 

DATE:  June  3,  1986   
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Middlesex  CounV 
Chamber  ot  Commefce 


June  2,  1986 


To  whom  it  may  concern: 

The  Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  represents  694 
businesses  that  employ  over  35,000  people,  unanimously  voted  to 
oppose  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 

Enclosed  is  the  official  resolution  of  the  Chamber  opposing 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 


Larry  McHug! 
President 


Sincerely 


LM/pnp 
Enc. 


70  College  Street,  Middletown.  Connecticut  06457  •  Tel  .  (203)  347-6924 
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JIH  OFFICIAL  RgSOLDTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  COHNECTICPT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  reaineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 


WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  c[uality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  c\abic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS, 


diminished'  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS, 


adequate  Bupplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
Balntaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 


detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  centxiry. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority . 

ORGANI Z ATION :     Middlesex  County  Chamber  of  Commerce  


FlgjAL /CHAIRMAN 
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1540  SULLIVAN  AVENUE  •  SOUTH  WINDSOR,  CONN.  06074 
AREA  CODE  203/644-2511 


RICHARD  J  SARTOR 
Town  Manager 


June  4, 


1986 


Ms.    Patricia  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water   Resources  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20   Somerset  Street 

Boston,    Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Please   find  enclosed  a   resolution  adopted  by  the  South  Windsor 
Town  Council  on  June   2,    1986,   opposing  the  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River   for  the  purpose  of   supplementing  the  water 
supplies   distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Au thor  i ty . 

Very   truly  yours. 


RJS/ml 

cc:      Denise  Schlener 

Ct .    River  Watershed  Council 
103   Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,    Ct.  06103 

Thomas  Morrissey 

Dept.   of  Environmental  Protection 
Water  Compliance  Unit 
165  Capitol  Avenue 
Hartford,    Ct .  06106 


r 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF 

THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

WHEREAS,       The  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,   is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural  fields, 
creating  passive  and  active  recreational  opportunities 
and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  residents 
of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley;  and 

WHEREAS,       The  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use 
and  competition  for  this  limited  resource;  and 

WHEREAS,       it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 

Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural  resources; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,       diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any  time; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table; 
and 

WHEREAS,       the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring 
flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut;  and 

WHEREAS,       diminished  freshewater  flow  downstream  from  the  diversion 
will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther  upstream 
threatening  well  fields  along  the  River;  and 

WHEREAS,       adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to  maintain- 
ing a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many  species 
of  fish;  and 


WHEREAS,       the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection 
and  repair,  water  conservation,   forest  management,  and 
local  watershed  protection  measures  will  provide 
sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan  Boston's  needs  into 
the  21st  century. 


r 
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NOW,    THEREFORE,    BE   IT  RESOLVED 


that  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  opposes  the  diversion 
of  the  Connecticut  River  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority   (MWRA) ;  and 


that  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  hereby  urges  local 
officials,   state  and  federal  legislators  and  other 
concerned  citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible 
agencies  and  officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and 
repairs,  water  conservation,   forest  management  and 
local  Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority   (MWRA)   communities  and  work 
to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts 
Water  Resources  Authority. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  correct  and  true  copy  of 
a  resolution  approved  by  the  South  Windsor  Town  Council  at  a 
Regular  Meeting  held  June  2,   198  6. 


Dated  at  South  Windsor,  Connecticut  this  3rd  day  of  June,  1986. 


BE   IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED 


Eileen  G.  Jalet  (\ 
Clerk  of  the  Council 


r 


r 
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TOWN  OF  DEEP  RIVER 

SELECTMAN'S  OFRCE 
DEEP  RIVER,  CONNECTICUT  06417  /  526-2028 


June  4 , 


1986 


Denise  Schlener  . 

Conn.   Director  -Conn  River  Watershed. Council 
103  Constitution  Plaza 
Hartford,  Ct .  0610 

Dear  Ms.  Schlener: 

On  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  our  town  I  would  like  to 
go  on  record  as  opposing  any  diversion  of  the  Conn- 
ecticut River  waters  in  Northfield,  Ma.     Although  there 
is  no  way  to  predict  the  lasting  effects  of  this  plan, 
I  feel  the  chance  of  serious  consequences  is  great. 
There  are  many  factors  involved,   to  mention  a  few: tides, 
scouring  effect  of  high  water  in  the  spring,   shad  runs, 
dock  levels,  meadows  and  effects  of  ice  in  winter. 
Perhaps  a  serious  attempt  to  repair  water  leaks  in  the 
cities  served  by  the  system  would  preclude  the  need  for 
this  diversion. 

I  join  our  Attorney  General  and  the  other  Connecticut 
River  Communities  in  registering  opposition  to  this  plan. 

Sincerely, 


Robert  R.  Stalsa 
First  Selectman 


RRS/dp 


cc :'^ Patricia  Corcoran,  Project  Director 
Robert  Blair,   1st  Selectman 
Chester 


i 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 


OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  ciibic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 


WHEREAS , 


diminished  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 
diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

n       -  ■  n      -  . 

ORGANI Z ATION :  U  3-^  /Q_jy\jj  L  (yrrL/>^   

TOWN/»S  OF!      hCU^JlI^  .   

SIGNED:  ■    ili-iu^^  r^.  

CHIEF  ELECTED  OFF ICIAJ^i/ CHAIRMAN 

DATE :  6<  I ^  (SC^  


Town  Office  Building 
Conservation  Commission 
65  Main  Street 
Chester,  CT  06A12 
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MORGAN  A.  BROMAN  -  DEMOCRAT 


P.O.  Box  1075  Home 
Easthampton,  MA  01027  209  Main  Street 

Easttiampton,  MA  01027 
527-4331 


May  28  1986 

MassachU5ett«^  Water  ^e^ources  Authority 
Hept    of  Environmental  Management 
19th  Floor 

100  Cambridcre  Street 
Bo«?ton    Mass.  02002 

To  Whom  It  May  concern: 

T  am  a  resident  of  Easthampton  and  a 
Democratic  candidate  for  State  Representative  in 
the  Second  Hampshire  District. 

I  am  greatly  interested  in  attending  your 
public  hearing  on  proposals  for  diverting  water  to 
the  Ouabbin  Reservior  scheduled  for  June  3rd  at 
Northampton  High  School.     Unfortunately,  the  hearing 
conflicts  with  a  special  town  meeting  slated  for 
the  same  night  in  Easthampton. 

I  have  enclosed  a  statement  of  my  concerns 
over  any  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River. 
Please  add  it  to  the  record  of  the  public  hearing. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely, 


MORGAN  A.  BROMAN  -  DEMOCRAT 


P.O.  Box  1075 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 


Home 

209  Mam  Street 
Easthampton.  MA  01027 
527-4331 


STATEMENT  OF  STATE  REP.  CANDIDATE  MORGAN  BROMAN 
ON  PROPOSED  DIVERSION  OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

June  J,  1986 

The  proposed  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  the 
Quabbin  Reservoir  is  a  bad  idea  that  should  be  laid  to  rest  once  and 
for  all.    Diversion  of  the  River  would  create  more  problems  than  it 
would  solve  and  it  would  be  a  great  misuse  of  the  environment .  The 
River  is  the  main  environmental  feature  in  all  three  towns  (Hadley, 
South  Hadley  and  Easthampton)  in  the  Second  Hampshire  District.  We 
won't  allow  it  to  be  given  away.    We  must  do  more  to  protect  the  River 
and  the  valley,  not  give  it  away  to  serve  development  in  the  east. 

The  evidence  shows  that  there  is  much  communities  in  the  eastern 
oart  of  the  state  can  do  to  save  and  conserve  water.  One  quarter  or 
more  of  the  water  delivered  by  the  Metropolitan  District  Commission  is 
lost  through  leakage.  New  pipes  and  repairs  to  old  systems  can  save 
this  water.  Money  spent  researching  diversion  plans  would  be  better 
spent  repairing  the  MDC  system. 

Western  Massachusetts  is  in  a  period  of  strong  growth.    We  cannot 
allow  water  to  be  diverted  from  the  Connecticut  to  the  east.  That  is  a 
shortsighted  plan  that  ignores  our  future  needs.    Diversion  makes  no 
environmental  sense,  it  makes  no  engineering  sense  and  it  makes  no 
economic  sense. 

Governor  Michael  Dukakis  and  all  of  our  legislators  from  Western 
Massachusetts  oppose  diversion.    If  elected,  I  will  join  them  in  this 
united  outcry  against  this  proposed  attack  on  our  River  and  our 
region.  This  is  not  simply  an  "east  versus  west"  issue,  it  is  an  issue 
of  common  sense. 


Morgan  Broman 
209  Main  St. 

Easthampton,  Mass.  01027 
527-4331 
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MORGAN  A.  BROMAN  -  DEMOCRAT 


P.O.  Box  1075 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 


Home 

209  Main  Street 
Easthampton,  MA  01027 
527-4331 


STATEMENT  OF  STATE  REP.  CANDIDATE  MORGAN  BROMAN 
ON  PROPOSED  DIVERSION  OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 

jifie  3,  me 

The  proposed  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  to  the 
Quabbin  Reservoir  is  a  bad  idea  that  should  be  laid  to  rest  once  and 
for  all.    Diversion  of  the  River  would  create  more  probl&ns  than  it 
would  solve  and  it  would  be  a  great  misuse  of  the  environment.  The 
River  is  the  main  environmental  feature  in  all  three  towns  (Hadley, 
South  Hadley  and  Easthampton)  in  the  Second  Hampshire  District.  We 
won't  allow  it  to  be  given  away.    We  must  do  more  to  protect  the  River 
and  the  valley,  not  give  it  away  to  serve  development  in  the  east. 

The  evidence  shows  that  there  is  much  communities  in  the  eastern 
oart  of  the  state  can  do  to  save  and  conserve  water.  One  quarter  or 
more  of  the  water  delivered  by  the  Metropolitan  District  Commission  is 
lost  through  leakage.  New  pipes  and  repairs  to  old  systems  can  save 
this  water.  Money  spent  researching  diversion  plans  would  be  better 
spent  repairing  the  MDC  system. 

Western  Massachusetts  is  in  a  period  of  strong  growth.    We  cannot 
allow  water  to  be  diverted  from  the  Connecticut  to  the  east.  That  is  a 
shortsighted  plan  that  ignores  our  future  needs.    Diversion  makes  no 
environmental  sense,  it  makes  no  engineering  sense  and  it  makes  no 
economic  sense. 

Governor  Michael  D(J<akis  and  all  of  our  legislators  from  Western 
Massachusetts  oppose  diversion.    If  elected,  I  will  Join  them  in  this 
united  outcry  against  this  proposed  attack  on  our  River  and  our 
region.  This  is  not  simply  an  "east  versus  west"  issue,  it  is  an  issue 
of  common  sense. 


Morgan  Broman 
209  Main  St. 

Easthampton,  Mass.  01027 
527-4331 


TOWiV   OF    ROCIvV  HILL 


CONNECTICUT  0  6  0  6  7 


699  OLD  MAIN  STREET 
P  0.  BOX  657 
TELEPHONE  (203)563-1451 


A  Proud  Past .  .  . . 


.  .  .  .  A  Bright  Future 


June  5,  1986 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  MA  02108 

RE:     Connecticut  River  Diversion 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  Open  Space  and  Conservation  Commission,  acting  as  the  Inland  Wetlands 
and  Watercourses  Agency  for  the  Town  of  Rocky  Hill,  is  concerned  about  the 
proposed  diversion  of  water  from  the  Connecticut  River  and  is  opposed  to  this 
diversion  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  potential  decrease  in  water  quality  in  the  Connecticut  River  and  its 
effect  on  ground  water  and  wildlife. 

2.  The  reduction  in  cleansing  of  the  river  bottom  and  recharging  of  the 
ground  water  table. 

3.  The  reduction  in  silt  deposits  on  the  Rocky  Hill  meadows  and  flood  plains 
which  are  primarily  farmlands  and  an  important  agricultural  resource. 

We  trust  you  will  preserve  the  environmental  quality  of  the  lower  Connecticut 
River  Valley. 


Walter  Coughlin,  Chairman 

Open  Space  and  Conservation  Commission 

rwo 

cc:     Connecticut  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
Connecticut  River  Assembly 


Sincerely, 


J 


AN  OFFICIAL  RgSQUJTIOK  OPPOSING  DIVgRSION 
OF  THE  COHyZCTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resoxirce  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  econoaic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  reaineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  anenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  atnd 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 


WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  comaunity  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhance  its  natural 
resources ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  Innr^nwing 
water  quality,  and 


WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peaJc  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting  water  at  any 
time ,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished,  freshwater  flow  downstream  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstream  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 
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WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
naintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  local  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  centxiry. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

ORGANIZATION :   <gCP    LVMg    COMSggVATlOM  TRUST 

TOWN/CITY  q/i  <^f--c>  -^r^  .c>(^zn\ 

SIGNED:  /uffcU^^  //J 4,  ^ctiOJipu  n^^ci^a^ 


CHIEF 

DATE: 


r 

f 
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333  Main  Etreet 
□Id   Say brook 
Ct  ,.  06475 


June  3 


1  98& 


Ms.    P  a  t  rici a  B .    Cor c o r  a  n 
P  r  i;j  J  e  I.;  t   h'l  a  n  a  q  e  r 
20  Somerset   St.    3th  Floor 
Bo'iston,   Ma.  02108 

Dear   Ms.  Corcoran: 

At    its  regular   meeting   held  on   June  2,    1986,    the  Old 
Saytarook   Zoning  Commisxon,    voted   to  oppose  any  diversion  of 
the  Connecticut   River    for   use   in   the  Quabtain   Reservoir  in 
Massachusetts.    Not   only  would   there  be   an  adverse 
environmental    impact   upon   the  shoreline  communities  below 
the  proposed  diversion,    but   additionally   it   would  be  setting 
a  precedent    for   other   states  to  take  water    for   their  needs 
from  the  Connecticut   River    in  the  future. 

We  urge  the  Massachusetts  Metropolitan  District 
Commission  to   find  other   solutions  to   its'   water  problems 
which  do  not   adversely  affect   people  living   in  adjoining 


Sincerely  yours, 


Phyllis  P .    F  ci  1  s  om 
Chai r  man 

Old   S  a  y  b  r  lO  o  k   Z  o  n  i  n  g  C  o  m  rri  m  i  s  s  i  ci  n 


Ct . 


River   Watershed  Council 


Middlesex  County  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  District,  Inc. 

Extension  Center  -  Route  9A  -  Haddam,  Connecticut  06438  -  Phone  (203 ):d«3rt6!l3t  345-3219 


May  30,  1986 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
20  Somerset  Street,  8th  Floor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

The  Middlesex  County  Soil  &  Water  Conservation  District  is  adamantly  opposed 
to  the  proposed  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  in  order  to  supplement 
Boston's  water  supply. 

Since  1947  the  District  has  worked  to  maintain  and  enhance  the  quality  and 
quantity  of  its  county's  resources.    The  single-most  important  resource  is  the 
Connecticut  River  estuary.    County  residents  take  great  pride  in  the  steward- 
ship of  this  valuable  natural  system. 

We  will  not  allow  the  integrity  of  this  resource  to  be  threatened  by  diversion, 
and  strongly  suggest  that  the  city  of  Boston  spend  its  time  studying  the  other 
alternatives  which  are  available. 

Diversion  of  flood  waters  would  endanger  the  Connecticut  River  estuary,  a  deli- 
cately balanced  system  in  which  seasonal  flooding  and  freshwater  flows  play  an 
important  role.    Anadromous  fish  populations,  which  have  taken  decades  and 
millions  of  dollars  for  man  to  restore,  would  be  threatened.    Dilution  of 
sewage  pumped  into  the  river  and  seasonal  flushing  of  bottom  deposits  would  be 
diminished . 

Furthermore,  once  Boston  has  its  straw  in  the  river,  there's  no  guarantee  that 
this  would  be  the  last  straw  nor  that  the  straw  would  keep  its  original 
diameter.    Water  demands  are  generally  greatest  during  low  flow  periods. 
Without  adequate  storage  and  water  use  management,  Boston's  Connecticut  River 
diversion  would  soon  become  a  year-round  operation,  beginning  with  occasional 
"emergency  withdrawals". 

The  District  will  continue  to  monitor  the  course  of  the  diversion  proposal. 
Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  opinion.    Hopefully,  there  will  not  be 
a  need  to  express  it  again. 


Mortimer  A.  Gels ton 
Chairman 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY  S&WCD ,  INC. 

cc:     Denise  Schlener,  CT  River  Watershed  Council,  103  Constitution  Plaza, 
Hartford,  CT  06103 
CT  legislators  representing  Middlesex  County  . 
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STEWART  B.  McKINNEY 
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Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 

70  Somerset  Street 

Boston.  Massachusetts  0210ft 


Dear  Ms .  Corcoran • 


I  am  writing  today  to  express  my  concern  over  the  Connecticut  River  diversion 
proposal.    While  my  congressional  district  does  not  include  the  Connecticut  River,  I 
nonetheless  have  a  deep  commitment  to  preserving  our  state's  irreplaceable  natural 
resources.    This  issue  is  vital  to  the  health  and  commercial  interests  of  many 
residents  of  the  state  of  Connecticut. 


Undpr  tho  Connecticut  River  proposal,  water  would  be  diverted  from  the  river  to  the 
Northeast  Utilities'  Northfield  Pumped  Storage  station  in  Northfield,  Massachusetts, 
then  on  to  the  Ouabhin  Reservoir  which  serves  Boston.    Up  to  375  million  gallons  per 
day  could  hp  withdrawn  whenever  the  flow  of  the  river  at  Montague,  Massachusetts, 
exceeds  17,000  cubic  feet  per  second.    This  flow  rate  occurs  approximately  80  days  per 
year,  usually  during  the  spring  months. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  proposal  because  of  the  negative  impact  it  would  have  on  water 
supply  and  quality  as  well  as  fisheries.    With  over  70  sewage  treatment  plants 
discharging  treated  wastewaters  into  the  mainstream  and  tributaries  of  the  river  below 
Montague,  an  adequate  supply  of  freshwater  is  essential  both  to  dilute  these  wastes 
and  maintain  an  acceptable  water  quality.    The  increased  volume  of  water  during  the 
spring  months  helps  cleanse  the  river  bottom  of  sludge  deposits.     If  this  annual 
cleansing  period  were  eliminated  because  of  reduced  flows,  the  river  would  suffer 
ecological  degradation. 

A  diminished  flow  also  would  reduce  the  annual  flushing  of  aquifers  along  the 
Connecticut  River,  thereby  threatening  riverside  wells  in  the  lower  reaches  of  the 
river  with  salt  water  intrusion.    Finally,  a  reduced  freshwater  discharge  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Connecticut  River  in  Long  Island  Sound,  which  would  result  from  the  proposed 
diversion,  could  substantially  harm  the  Atlantic  salmon  restoration  project.  This 
project,  which  in  1983  won  congressional  approval  of  a  twenty-year,  four-state  compact 
with  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont  as  parties  to  the 
agreement,  should  not  be  endangered. 

I  urge  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  to  bear  in  mind  the  negative 
environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  Connecticut  River  diversion.    On  the  basis  of 
the  above  reasons  I  recommend  the  rejection  of  this  proposed  alternative. 

Vflr/;^ely_^/   ^  / 


Stewart  R.  McKinney,  M.C. 
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27  May  1986 


CHESTER,  CONNECTICUT  06412 

Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resoijrces  Authority 

Waterworks  Division 

20  Somerset  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 


Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

Herewith,  the  Board  of  TTnostees  of  the  Middletown  Yacht  Club,  on  behalf  of 
its  250  members,  expresses  opposition  to  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority's  proposal  to  divert  the  Connecticut  River  into  the  Quabbin  Reservoir. 
This  plan  would  diminish  water  flow  in  the  River  downstream  from  the  North- 
field,  Massachusetts  diversion  site.    The  impacts  of  siach  an  out -of -basin 
transfer  could  be  significant. 

At  this  point,  there  have  been  insufficient  studies  as  to  the  possible 
ramifications  of  this  diversion.    Possible  environmental  impacts  might  include: 

1.  Degradation  of  water  qioality  in  the  River 

2.  Reduction  of  volumes  of  water  in  aquifers  adjacent  to  the  River 

3.  Alteration  of  salinity  in  the  estuary  which  would  alter  critical  fish  and 
wildlife  habitat 

4.  Harm  the  salmon  and  shad  populations 

5.  Increase  algal  bloons 

6.  Increase  siltation  and  sedimentation 

In  addition,  private  and  public  water  supply  ^lls  along  the  River  may 
become  contaminated  by  the  intrusion  of  River  water  or  polluted  by  salt  water 
intrusion.    Any  lov^ring  of  water  levels  in  the  River  would  necessitate  extremely 
costly  dredging  and  reconstruction  of  most  marinas  located  along  the  River.  It 
would  seem  clear  that  the  party  diverting  the  water  would  assijme  all  legal  res- 
ponsibility for  absorbing  these  dredging  and  rebuilding  expenses. 

For  these  reasons  the  Middletown  Yacht  Club  strongly  opposes  this  diversion 
proposal . 


HN/nk 


cc:    Thomas  Morrissey,  Water  Compliance  Unit, 

Connecticut  Department  of  Environmental  Protection 


Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
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Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority 
20  Somerset  Street 
EighthFloor 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Enclosed  please  find  a  resolution  opposing  the  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River  which  was  adopted  by  the  Windsor  Town  Planning 
and  Zoning  Commission.    They  would  like  it  read  into  the  record  at 
each  of  the  three  public  hearings. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  feel  free  to  contact  the  Planning 
Department  at  the  telephone  number  listed  below. 

Very  truly  yours, 


William  R.  Johnson 
Chairman 

Town  Planning  and 
Zoning  Commission 

Enclosure:: 

had 


Town  Hall  •  Windsor,  CT  06095  •  203/688-3675 


RESOLUTION  OPPQS INC  DIVERSION  OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS ,   the  Connecticut  River  is  a  major  natural  resource  of  Windsor  and 
the  State  of  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS.  Windsor  is  bounded  by  the  Connecticut  River,  and 

WHEREAS ,   the  Connecticut  River  serves  many  important  natural  and  economic 
functions  in  the  Region,   including  the  replenishment  of  groundwater  supplies, 
the  remineralization  of  agricultural  fields,  the  dilution  of  treated  waste- 
waters discharged  from  sewage  treatment  facilities,  and  the  provision  of  ac- 
tive and  passive  recreational  opportunities  for  the  residents  of  the  Region 
and  the  State,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  ^Authority  Summary  Report  of 
the  Long  Range  Water  Supply  Study  and  Environmental  Impact  Report — 2020  in- 
cludes diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River  as  one  of  nine  alternatives  for 
meeting  the  future  water  supply  needs  of  the  metropolitan  Boston  area,  and 

WHEREAS ,  the  Connecticut  River  assessment  report  prepared  as  a  part  of 
this  study  does  not  adequately  address  the  potential  downstream  impacts  of  the 
Connecticut  River  diversion  alternative,  and 

WHEREAS .  the  water  supply  raamageraent  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  re- 
pair, water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  watershed  protection 
strategies  are  among  several  alternative  measures  which  Ccin  be  used  to  provide 
sufficient  water  to  meet  metropolitan  Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century, 

THEREFORE.  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Windsor  Town  Planning  and  Zoning 
Commission: 

1.  Opposes  the  diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributa- 
ries, the  Millers  aind  the  Tully,   for  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Au- 
thority (MWRA) ,  and 

2.  Urges  the  MWRA  to  consider  implementation  of  leak  detection  and  re- 
pair, water  conservation,   forest  management,   local  watershed  protec- 
tion and  other  appropriate,  nondiversion  alternatives  in  order  to 
meet  future  water  supply  needs. 


"atr-'.cia  3.  Corcoran,  Irojac  ..ap.a:_,er 
Con-'.    ."i=vor  '."atershGcl  Connci'' 


->r\ 


'■o o ,  ■  laosac'^T'se 
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vioar  "lioo  T'^rcoran: 

To   wibl^  to   express  out   strong  opposition  to   tlie  pro3..-.t^ 

"lans   Tor  diversion  of  Connecticut   -.iver  '.vater   to  :  .assacau      .  . 

on   the   following  ^-rounds: 

T        --^ero  ^^as  been  entirely  insuPficient   consi^leration    (r"  ;.:o: 
as5-npfcions)   as    bo   whether   there   are   no  .ilownstrean  xmpac.s 
of  si'oh  diversion  ox   Connectictit   River  water.      ..ccoraxn^^  to 
-u-  ^-nror-nation,    there  has  been  no   study  of   these   xnpacts  ^ 
Wc  consultants.      Tossible   impacts  deal  with  water  supply, 
wit-,   water  quality,   and  impact   on   the   fisheries  (especially 
the   salmon  conebach,   carefully  and  cautiously  nurtured  over 
the  past   few  years,   now  showing  results), 
41ternatives,   such  as  demand  management,   have  not  been 
~     adequately  studied.      (V-'hat  are   the   so-called  nine  alter- 
na  tives  ? ) 

3.      As   so   far  presented,    there  aro   insufficient  -uarantoeo 

tliat  flow  restrictions  proposed  would  be  enforced  ^^.low.  -.r.. 
by  whom? ) 

Cince   we  will  be   out   of   the  area  at   the   time   of   the  h.oari- 
Jvne  3,   we  send   this   letter  of  protest.      If  voicing  our  oonc.-r 
at   that  hearing  will  help,   please  do   so  on  our  behalf. 

Sincerely, 

///   ^Jc^^-i  '  ~'     '  ~' 
^Ir.       'Irs.  G."  Cur  Cor.  1 


cc:   Conn. River  Watershed  Council,  Inc. 
Connecticut  Office 
103  Constitution  flaza 
Hartford,      Conn.,  O6IO3 


ilCJ.J.OJ.v^^      >,   - 

1986  SALMON  Rffl  i°0£i  Slj^Vr^f Ir^hl^tlaitic^almon^ 
hope£5T-th;t-T986  will  be  |  ^-^",„^^^ln  pea.  towards  the  end  of 
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STATE  OF  CONNECTICUT 


Q^^:^  COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 


Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Waterworks  Division 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

Please  send  us  a  copy  of  the  Summary  Report  of  the  Long 
Range  Water  Supply  Study.     Immediate  attention  will  be  appreciated 
greatly. 


May  20,  1986 


Sincerely, 


Karl  J.  Wagener 
Executive  Director 


PHONE  566-3510 
State  Office  Building  •   Hartford,  Connecticut  06115 

An  Equal  Opportunity  Employer 


RIVERFRONT 

RECAPTURCINC 


C.  Roderick  O'Neil 
Chairman 

John  H,  Riege 
President 

Denise  L.  Nappier  j^^y  27,  1986 

Executive  Director 


Ms.  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
Massachusetts  Water 
Resource  Authority 
2  0  Somerset  Street 
8th  Floor 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran: 

This  communication  is  being  submitted  as  comment  to  the 
issue  of  diverting  the  Connecticut  River  to  the  Quabbin  Reser- 
voir to  supply  water  to  eastern  Massachusetts. 

Riverfront  Recapture,  Inc.  was  formed  in  1981  as  a  joint 
public  and  private  interest  group  to  take  the  lead  in  planning 
and  coordinating  waterfront  revitalization  in  Greater  Hartford. 
Today,  we  see  signs  of  improvement  along  the  Connecticut  River. 
The  popularity  of  river-related  events  has  grown,  such  as  the 
July  4th  River  Festival  which  now  attracts  thousands  of  Connecti- 
cut residents  to  the  river  for  a  spectacular  celebration.  The 
first  in  a  series  of  planned  physical  improvements  scheduled  for 
completion  this  summer  will  return  tour  boat  service  to  the 
riverfront  after  several  decades  of  absence.    Most  notable,  has 
been  the  organization's  success  to  guide  the  development  and 
public  adoption  of  plans  to  overcome  some  of  the  major  physical 
barriers  which  separate  our  river  from  its  people. 

We  are  concerned  about  the  potential  effect  the  Connecticut 
River  diversion  proposal  would  have  on  our  ability  to  greatly 
increase  the  range  of  recreational  uses  which  the  river  can 
support.    Upon  reviewing  this  matter  with  the  Connecticut  River 
Watershed  Council  and  the  environmental  issues  connected  to  the 
Greater  Hartford  Riverfront  Recapture  Program,  we  have  concluded 
that  every  attempt  should  be  made  to  reject  the  diversion 
proposal  from  consideration  as  an  alternative  to  help  supply 
water  in  the  Boston  area. 


PR  I    •  103  Constitution  Plaza,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06103   •  203  277-6691 
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It  is  our  desire  to  have  the  river  water  quality  restored  as 
best  as  possible  to  its  original  state.     The  river's  value  as  a 
recreational  amenity  will  heavily  depend  on  the  continued  suc- 
cess of  water  quality  improvement  plans. 

We  strongly  urge  you  to  protect  the  current  efforts  to  clean 
up  our  river  by  supporting  alternative  proposals  such  as  "demand 
management"  to  meet  the  water  supply  needs  of  the  Boston  area. 


Sincerely, 


Denise  L.  Nappier 
Executive  Director 


DLN/bpm 


Hampden  Conservation  District 

4  Whalley  St.  -  Hadley,  MA  01035  -  Telephone  584-1464 


May  22,  1986 


Patricia  Corcoran 
Project  Manager 
MWRA 

20  Somerset  St. 
Boston,   MA  02108 

Dear  Ms.  Corcoran, 

Enclosed  is  a  Re  solution   passed   by  the  Hampden  Conservation 
District  on  May  21,    1986,    in  OPPOSITION  to  the  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River.     We  will  also   be  attending  the  public  meeting  on 
June  3d,   and  will  again  express  our  deep  objection  to  the   proposal  of 
diverting  the  Connecticut  River. 


Sincerely , 


Lynin  Rubinstein 
Coordinator 


enclosure 


cc:   Connecticut  River  Watershed  Council 
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AN  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION  OF  THK  STATE'S  RIVERS 


WHEREAS,   Che  Conneccicuc  River  Watershed,   che  longest  of  New  England's  rivers, 
is  a  natural   resource  of  great  stature  and  produces  significant 
economic  benefits  by  replenishing  groundwater  supplies,   reminera 1 i zing 
agricultural    fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportunities  and  providing  aesthetic  amenities  enjoyed  by  the  Pioneer 
Va 1  ley,  and , 

WHEREAS,. the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 

\compecicion  for  this  limited  resource,  and 
WHEREAS,   it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the  Watershed  to  enhance 

their  Watershed  resources,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  Is  critical   to  che  production  of 

hydro-electric  power,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 

of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing  water  quality, 

and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  will  decrease  the  water  quality  of  che  Connecticut 
River,  and 

WHEREAS*,   the  Connecticut  River  Watershed  is  In  S  counties  and  100  communities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cfs  or  greater  into  a 

pocendally  full  reservoir  establishes  a  precedent  for  diverting 

water  at  any  time,  and 
WHEREAS,  Che  flood  waters  of  the  Conneccicuc  River  are  needed  to  cleanse  the 

I     river  boccom  and  recharge  the  wacer  table,  and 
WHEREAS,^  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during  Spring  flows  benefit 

che  farmers  of  Western  Massachuseccs  and  Connecticut,  and 
WHEREAS,  predicted  population  growth  and  increasing  groundwater  contamination 

in  Western  Massachuseccs  may,  in  the  future,  necessitate  che  use 

of  the  Connecticut  River  and  its  tributaries  for  drinking  water  in 

Western  Massachuseccs,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  diversion  of  Conneccicuc  River  wacers  into  che  Quabbin  Reservoir 

may  introduce  lamprays  which  will  destroy  both  cold  and  warm  wacer 

fish  there,  and 
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WHEREAS,  diversion  of  waters  into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir  will    Introduce  nutrient 

enrichment  changing  the  biology  of  the  Reservoir,   possibly  causing 

eut r i f ica t ion  and  sedimentation,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  are  Class  B  or  Class  C  rivers  and 

the  Quabbln  Is  Class  A,   the  Introduction  of  a  Class  B  or  C  water 

supply  Into  a  Class  A  Is  contrary  to  federal   and  state   law,  and 
WHEREAS,  all   rivers  proposed  for  diversion  receive  sewage,  agricultural  and 

urban  runoff.   Industrial  waste,  and,   in  the  Connecticut  River, 

radioactive  waste,  and 
WHEREAS,   there  is  no  provision  for  treating  Connecticut  River  water  prior 

to  Introducing  It  Into  the  Quabbln  Reservoir,  and 
WHEREAS,   the  diversion  or  rivers  to  Increase  the  water  supply  to  MWRA 

communities  will  be  more  costly  than  any  other  proposed  method  of 

increasing  supply,  and 
WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak  detection  and  repair, 

water  conservation,  forest  management,  and  local  Watershed 

protection  measures  have  the  potential   of  providing  amounts  of  water 

equal    to  the  proposed  diversions. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   be  it  resolved  that  the    HAMPnF.J  r^.JC:Fpv^lT^Ol^  OISTP.ICT  

calls  upon  its  local  officials,  state  and  federal   legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and  officials  to  promote 
leak  detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest  management  and  local 
Watershed  protection  within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be  diversion  of  the 
Connecticut  River,  or  of  Its  tributaries,  the  Millers  and  the  Tully,  or  of  the 
Merrimack  River  or  its  tributary,  the  Sudbury,  for  the  purpose  of  supplementing 
the  water  supplies  distributed  by  the  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 

jtXWWXXTQXKXXRX  HAMPDEN  CONSERVATION  DI.-^TRirT  

SIGNED:  -jClctyv^      H  -TL^.p^ijL^j^  

Chief  Elected  0£tic'ial<>^ 

DATE :  :'IAY  21.  Ij86   


101  Lawton  Road.  Canton,  Connecticut  06019 

(203)  693-4377 
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AK  OFFICIAL  RESOLUTION  OPPOSING  DIVERSION 
OF  THE  CONNECTICUT  RIVER 


WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River,  the  longest  of  New  England's 
rivers,  is  a  natural  resource  of  great  stature  and 
produces  significant  economic  benefits  by  replenishing 
groundwater  supplies,  remineralizing  agricultural 
fields,  creating  passive  and  active  recreational 
opportxanities  and  providing  aesthetic  aimenities  enjoyed 
by  the  residents  of  the  Connecticut  River  Valley,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  increased  use  and 
competition  for  this  limited  resource,  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  each  community  in  the 
Connecticut  River  Valley  to  enhemce  its  natural 
resources,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Connecticut  River  is  experiencing  a  dramatic  return 
of  Atlantic  salmon  and  American  shad  due  to  increasing 
water  quality,  and 

WHEREAS,  diverting  water  during  peak  flows  of  17,000  cubic  feet 
per  second  or  greater  into  a  potentially  full  reservoir 
establishes  a  precedent  for  diverging  water  at  any 
time,  emd 

WHEREAS,  the  flood  waters. of  the  Connecticut  River  are  needed  to 
cleanse  the  river  bottom  and  recharge  the  water  table, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  minerals  deposited  on  the  flood  plains  during 
Spring  flows  benefit  the  farmers  of  Western 
Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 

WHEREAS,  diminished'  freshwater  flow  downstreeim  from  the 

diversion  will  allow  salt  water  to  travel  farther 
upstreeua  threatening  well  fields  along,  the  River,  and 


r 


■ 


WHEREAS , 


adequate  supplies  of  freshwater  are  crucial  to 
maintaining  a  productive  estuary,  the  nursery  for  many 
species  of  fish,  and 


WHEREAS,  the  water  supply  management  techniques  of  leak 

detection  and  repair,  water  conservation,  forest 
management,  and  locAl  watershed  protection  measures 
will  provide  sufficient  water  to  meet  Metropolitan 
Boston's  needs  into  the  21st  century. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  we  Call  upon  our  local 
officials,  state  and  federal  legislators  and  other  concerned 
citizens  to  actively  work  with  responsible  agencies  and 
officials  to  promote  leak  detection  and  repairs,  water 
conservation,  forest  management  and  local  Watershed  protection 
within  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority  (MWRA) 
communities  and  to  work  to  assure  that  there  will  not  be 
diversion  of  the  Connecticut  River,  or  of  its  tributaries,  the 
Millers  and  the  Tully,  for*  the  purpose  of  supplementing  the 
water  supplies  distributed  by  the  Massachusetts  Water  Resources 
Authority. 
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REPLY  MESSAGE 


REORDER  ITEM  •  F71 


_Q  Patricia  B.  Corcoran 

Massachusetts  Water  Resources  Authority 
Waterworks  Division 
20  Somerset  Street 
Boston,  Ma.  02108 


FROM 


TOWN  OF  WINDSOR  LOCKS 

50  Church  St  -  Box  L 
WINDSOR  LOCKS,  CT  06096 
(203)  623-3458 


SUBJECT: 


Connecticut  River  Division 


DATE: 


5/21/86 


POLO  ^ 

Dear  Ms  Corcoran: 


Enclosed  is  resolution  passed  by  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  of 
Windsor  Locks,  Ct.  on  May  20,  1986  pertaining  to  proposal  of  the  Massachusetts  Water 
Resources  Authority  to  Divert  the  waters  of  the  Connecticut  River  in  Massachusetts. 


cc:     Ct.  River  Watershed  Council 
CRCOG 

Ct.  Department  Environmental  Prot. 


R^^pfifford  Randall 
First  Selectman 


VyPLEASE  REPIY  TO 
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SIGNED 


< 


REPLY 


\DATE: 


SIGNED 
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To:     MWRA  Board 
From:     tVard  3.  Motts 

Re:     Comments  at  Public  Meeting  June  3,  1985 

I  wish  to  submit  the  enclosed  statement  to  replace  the 
secretary's  transcription  of  my  testimony  at  Northampton, 
June  3. 

The  transcription  of        talk  is  erroneoulsy  ascribed  c 
a  Gordon  Max;   the  transcription  is  incomplete  and  distorts 
what  I  said. 


Comments  to  MWRA  on  Water  Supply  Study 


June  3,  1986 


Serious  Problems  From  River  Diversion 
Ward  S.  Motts 

I  am  Ward  S.  Motts  a  hydrogeologist .     Tonight  I  am  going 
to  focus  on  one  aspect  of  diversion  that  has  not  yet  been 
discussed — that  is  what  realistically  happens  on  a  long-term 
basis  when  diversion  is  implemented. 

In  the  early  1950 's  before  transferring  to  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,   I  worked  as  an  Engineering  Geologist  and  a  Ground 
Water  Geologist  with  the  U.S.   Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  Chico, 
California.     At  first  I  whole  heartedly  supported  the  Central 
Valley  Project  (diverting  water  from  northern  to  southern 
California)   until  I  realized  what  we  were  really  doing.  As 
we  gave  Los  Angeles  more  water  to  satisfy  their  immediate 
needs,   they  would  expand  further,  requiring  more  water  and 
so  on —  the  result  of  this  cycle  of  supply  and  growth  is  the 
inhuman  gigantic  smog-impaired  complex  that  we  call  greater 
Los  Angeles.     We  can  see  why  Jay  Lehr,  head  of  NWWA,   and  actually 
a  conservative  hydrologist  made  the  statement  that  major  diversion 
plans  represent  a  planning  failure. 

The  water  demands  of  a  metropolis  reminds  me  of  a  poster 
that  we  saw  some  years  ago  about  feeding  the  bears  in  Yellowstone 
National  Park.     The  first  diagram  in  the  poster  shows  a  tourist 
giving  a  nice  hungry  bear  a  peanut  out  of  his  lunch  bag. 
The  next  diagram  shows  the  bear  appropriating  the  bag,  and 
the  final  diagram  shows  the  bear  grabbing  the  tourist's  arm. 

There  is  an  analogy  between  the  bear's  ravenous  appetite 
and  a  city's  increasing  demand  for  water.     If  the  pipeline 
is  open  and  the  city  needs  more  water  it  will  take  what  it 
needs  one  way  or  another.     Even  legal  agreements  and  treaties 
mean  nothing  when  the  city  controls  the  pipeline  valve.  This 
is  exactly  what  happened  when  Los  Angeles  violated  a  binding 
legal  agreement  with  Arizona  regarding  Colorado  River  water 
and  just  took  the  water  in  the  1940 's  amd  1950 's.     It  was 
years  before  the  Supreme  Court  finally  settled  the  dispute. 
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la  coaclusion,   on  a  long  teriXL  basis,   diversion  can  ptrove  to 
be  a  tragic  mistake  for  reasons  given  by  me  and  other  speakers 
this  evening.     The  best  ansiver  is  to  obtain  the  needed  water  front 
local  sources  and  options  which  include  but  are  not  limited  to 
repairing  leaky  pipes,   conservation  methods,   local  surface  and 
ground  water  resources,   treatment  of  high  iron  and  manganese 
water,   treatment  of  water  polluted  by  human  activities,  salvage 
of  water  lost  by  excessively  high  evapotranspiration,  and 
artificial  recharge.     Artificial  recharge  methods  have  been  used 
successfully  in  western  United  States  and  hold  great  promise  here 
in  the  East.     Use  of  the  above  methods  rather  than  diversion  can 
save  costly  environmental  and  economic  consequences  that  effect 
both  the  donor  and  receiver  of  diversion  water. 
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